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Current Topics. 


The late Senior Registrar. 


WE REGRET to announce the death, on Sunday last, of Mr. 
CHARLES CARRINGTON, late Senior Registrar of the Chancery 
Division. He was appointed a clerk in the office in July, 1859, 
and became one of the Registrars in February, 1882, and was 
long known as one of the most efficient members of that 
usually able body of officials. On the retirement of Mr. Lorrus 
LEIGH PEMBERTON in June of last year Mr. CARRINGTON succeeded 
him as Senior Registrar, but he never acted as such, and retired 
in October of last year. It is singular that each of the last two 
Senior Registrars should have survived so short a time to enjoy 
his retiring pension. Mr. PEMBERTON, who retired in June, 
1907, died in November of that year, and Mr. CARRINGTON 
only survived his retirement some eight months, 


The Bar Dinner to Mr. Asquith. 

THE DINNER given by the Bar to the Prime Minister was in 
many ways a notable occasion. Sir EpwarpD CLARKE was in his 
best form in proposing the health of the guest, and his descrip- 
tion of bis characteristics as ‘a fair and courteous opponent, a 
masculine intellect well equipped with the learning of the schools 
and the wisdom of the market place ; a firm and rapid judgment; 
courage and patience in difficult positions ; arguments strong and 
clear and clothed in felicitous and often in brilliant phrase,” 
was true and discriminating. He did not ascribe to the guest any- 
thing of the sympathetic nature which endears a member of the 
bar to his brethren; and Mr. Asquita’s ea Gvger in many 
respects excellent, gave some evidence of the lack of this quality. 
It was a little laboured and formal, though, except his somewhat 
singular quotation of the well-worn anecdote of Lord Wesrsugy, 
it was appropriate and was occasionally eloquent, 


The Law Society’s Meeting. 


EVERYONE WAS glad to see Mr. E. K. Brytu in the chair 
again after his long illness, although it was his last appearance 
as President. There can be few more annoying things than for 
a man occupying that position, and keenly anxious to fulfil his 
duties, to be disabled by accident from doing so ; and Mr. BiyTH 
will have the sympathy and best wishes for his complete recovery 
of all his colleagues on the Council. The proceedings at the meeting 
were not very important, but Mr. RUBINSTEIN’s observations on 
the mode of procedure of the Scottish Commission on the 
Land Transfer Acts were well timed and useful. There 


seems to be a good deal of mystery about a commission which 
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delays for eighteen or nineteen months to take evidence in 
London ; then wakes up and takes evidence ; waits another six 
months and then holds a secret sitting in London to take further 
evidence. It is very desirable that, by means of questions in 
Parliament, some explanation should be obtained of this singular 
procedure and some information as to when the report of the 
Cummission is likely to be issued. At present, in spite of Sir A. 
ROL.it’s defence of the Council, we confess we are disposed to 
agree with Mr. RuptNnsTEIN that the Council of the Law Society 
have not been so vigilant in the matter as they might have 
been ; and the loss of Mr. GoppEN from the Council is, we fear, 
likely to diminish still further their activity in this matter. 


The Liability of Solicitors in Respect of Contracts 
on Behalf of a Client. 

IN EVERY text book on the law of principal and agent a large 
number of cases are to be found in which persons who were in 
fact acting on behalf of others, and had no intention of incur- 
ring personal liability, have, owing tothe manner in which they 
have affixed their signatures to letters and other writings, been 
treated by the court as contracting parties, In a recent case in 
the City of London Court a solicitor was sued by a firm of 
advertising contractors for the price of advertisements 
relating. to the winding up of a compiny, which it was 
alleged had been inserted by the order of the defendant. It was 
contended by the defendant that a solisitor in such circumstances 
could not be saddled with personal liability. He simply acted 
as agent for the creditors, and the plaintiff ought to have pro- 
ceeded against them. The judge found for the plaintiff, on the 
ground that the order for the advertisements contained no words 
inconsistent with the liability of the defendant. And we know 
of no way in which persons in the position of the defendant can 
wholly avoid risks similar to that in which he became involved. 
The Imperial or a Colonial Government may, when they issue a 
loan, declare that it shall be charged upon a certain fund, and 
that none of their officials shall incur personal liability, but any 
such stipulation would certainly be regarded with disfavour by 
those engaged in the ordinary transactions of business. The 
agent, like brokers in the Stock Exchange, must often rely ex- 
clusively on his principal for indemnity in respect of proceedings 
by third persons. The position of a solicitor is a peculiar one. 
In many cases, particularly in contentious business, it must be 
obvious that he is acting only as agent and undertakes no per- 
sonal liability, but he must be fortunate indeed if he can always 
insure himeelf against the consequences of a default on the part 
of his clients. 


Limited Partnership in Solicitors’ Business. 


THE REPORT of the Council of the Law Society deals with the 
question of the feasibility of the formation of a limited partner- 
ship in a solicitor’s business. The cases are probably few in 
which such a partnership would be formed, inasmuch as the 
limited partner is precluded by the Limited Partnersbip Act, 
1907, from taking part in the management of the partnership 
business. His proper function is to introduce capital into the 
business. He may inspect the books, and examine into the 
state and eg of the business, and may advise with the 
partners thereon. But this is all that he can do. It follows 
that a solicitor who is a limited partner in the business of his 
firm cannot advise a client or do any legal work in connection with 
the business. The Parliamentary Committee of the Council, whose 
report the Council have adopted, consider that “as there can 
be no objection to a solicitor limiting his status in his firm in 
the-manner contemplated by the Act, there can be no objection to 
his being registered as alimited partner,” and, further, that the 
limited partner must be taken to be either directly or indirectly 
acting or practising as a solicitor, so that he will render himself 
liable to penalties if he does not take out a certificate. Possibly 
the position in this respect is not quite elear. His function 
being limited in the manner just stated, he does not himself act 
as a solicitor, and the registration gives notice of this. At the 
same time the business is carried on in his name and for his profit, 
and if -he were not in fact a duly qualified solicitor there would 
be danger of both himself and his partners being liable to 
penalties. Having regard to the various enactments aimed at un- 





qualified persons acting as solicitors—the Solicitors Act, 1843, 
8. 32, the Solicitors Act, 1874, s. 12, and the Stamp Act, 1891, 
s, 43—it seems pretty clear that all partners would run con- 
siderable risk if the limited partner did not regularly renew 
his certificate. But this forbids the possibility of introducing 
into a solicitor’s business in the capacity of limited partner any 
person who is not a solicitor, though the system may perhaps be 
used with advantage where a partner who would otherwise retire 
is willing to leave capital in the business. As just pointed 
out, however, he can take no share in the legal work. He can 
only advise with the partners on the partnership business. 


The Right of Executors to Undisposed-of Residue. 


IN COMMENTING recently (ante, p. 438) on the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Re Glukman (1908, 1 Ch. 552), in which that 
court upheld the right of executors to undisposed-of residue in 
the absence of any next-of-kin, we pointed out that it would be 
satisfactory if the artificial tests by which executors have 
sometimes been deprived of this right were swept away. 
From the report of the judgments in the House of Lords in the 
same case—Altorney-General v. Jeffreys (reported elsewhere)— 
in which the decision of the Court of Appeal has been affirmed, 
it would seem that thesé subtleties have in effect been got rid of. 
Under the law previous to 1830 the executors primd facie took 
any undisposed-of residue beneficially unless the terms of the 
will raised a strong presumption to the contrary, and then 
they took as trustees for the next-of-kia: Dacre v. 
Patrickson (1 Dr. & Sm. 184). And certain tests were 
introduced for ascertaining whether this presumption arose or 
not. It arose when there was a gift of equal legacies to each of 
several executors, not when there was a gift of unequal legacies. 
There was presumably a reason for this, though it is not apparent. 
Then came the Executors Act, 1830 (11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, ¢. 
40), which declared the executor a trustee for the next-of-kin 
unless the will shewed that he was to take beneficially. This 
reversed the positions of the executor and the next-of-kin in 
regard to the beneficial interest, but in the case where there 
were no next-of-kin the executor’s rights were expressly reserved. 
Since that date there has been a tendency ia such a case to 
put the Crown in the same position as the next-of-kin were 
in under the old law, and to treat circumstances which would 
formerly have deprived the executors of the beneficiai interest 
in favour of the next-of-kin as effectual to deprive them now of 
such interest in favour of the Crown. It is this tendency which 
the House of Lords seem to have declined to recognize in the 
present case. The testator left equal pecuniary legacies to his 
three executors, and also specific legacies to two of them. SWINFEN 
Eapy, J., held that since the pecuniary legacies were equal, 
there was a presumption that the executors were not to take 
beneficially. The Court of Appeal held that, since the total 
benefits were unequal, the presumption was the other way. The 
House of Lords have ignered this distinction, and have held 
that, since the legal title was in the executors, in the absence of 
next-of-kin they took beneficially also. 


Action for Libel by Jurymen. 


THE ACTION for libel brought by M. CHArtes HuMBERT 
against the French newspaper Le Matlin having ended in & 
verdict for the plaintiff, with subst. ntial damages, an article 
appeared in the newspaper on the day «fter the verdict comment- 
ing upon the verdict of the jury, and we now read that the 
jurors have commenced an action against the proprietors of the 
paper in respect of the statements in this paragraph, each of them 
claiming damages to the amount of 100,000 francs. We do 
not remember to have read or heard of an action by an English 
juryman for libellous comments upon his verdict, but we see no 
reason why in certain circumstances such an action should not 
be maintained. The verdict of a juror is a proper matter for 
public discussion, in the same manner as the decision or 
sentence of a judge; but the comment must be fair in tone and 


temperate, and if the writer of an article were to make — 
suggestions and reflections disparaging the character — 
of those who concurred in a_ verdict, he could not . 


rely on the defence of fair comment. The reason why we have 


no reports of euch actions in the English courts is probably 4 
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that the summary proceeding for contempt of court is more 
speedy and effective. It is laid down in the old books that a 
juror will be protected from insult in the same manner as a 
judge, and that the use of threatening or abusive language to 
anyone engaged in any proceedings as a party, witness, juror, 
or otherwise, will be treated as contempt. The law is summed 
up by Gross, J., in 2. v. White (1 Campb. 359 n.), where the 
learned judge takes occasion to say that it certainly is lawful 
with decency and candour to discuss the propriety of the ver- 
dict of a jury or the decision of a judge, but if the words com- 
plained of contain no reasoning or discussion, but only declam- 
ation and invective, and were written, not with a view to eluci- 
date the truth, but to injure the character of individuals and so 
bring into hatred and contempt the administration of justice, 
then the defendants have transgressed the law. 


A Supreme Court for the Empire. 

Sir EDWARD CLARKE took the opportunity presented by the 
recent gathering of the bar in honour of Mr. AsQuiTH of 
expressing a hope that the present Government would carry out 
a piece of work “ dangerously long delayed already—the creation 
of a Supreme Court for the Empire, which shall be not only 
strong by the strength of its personal constitution, but by the 
dignity of its ceremonial and even by the’ splendour of its sur- 
roundings shall command the respect and affect the imagination of 
our brethren in British colonies beyond the seas.” It is certainly 
time the dingy and makeshift surroundings of the highest Court of 
App. a! for the dominions beyond the seas were replaced by some- 
thing better. The mere improvement in the physical conditions 
under waich the Judicial Committee sit to hear appeals from the 
ends of the earth is the easiest to effect. But if the Com- 
mittee were once re-constituted as an actual court, instead 
of a mere advisory board, and properly housed as such a 
court should be, what may perhaps be called the meta- 
physical improvements would be more easily effected. The 
Bill now before Parliament for adding to the Judicial Com- 
mittee’s judicial strength contains the germ of an improvement 
which may perhaps grow into a real living organism. If legal 
assessors are to be placed at the committee's disposal in the shape 
of persons supposed to be specially acquainted with some branch 
or variety of the many systems of jurisprudence that flourish 
throughout the Empire, why not make provision for a standing 
body of assessors, some of whom (summoned only when required) 
might hear all the arguments and deliver an opinion or opinions 
somewhat as do the judges when summoned to the House of Lords? 
In this way the services of a considerable number of persons of 
admitted learning and capacity, but who do not hold any 
judicial office, might be secured. Probably the prejudice 
against the continental plan of appointing to judicial office men 
who have not made their mark as advocates will prevent the 
actual appointment to a seat in the Judicial Committee of any- 
one who has merely a reputation as a consultant, however learned 
and capable. But aman who has not gained a large practice at the 
common law or Chancery bars may yet be a sound and accom- 
plished lawyer in some branch of law not much heard of at the 
Royal Courts of Justice in the Strand. Colonial judges who 
are qualified to discuss one of the Novels of Justinian are not 
always available. The value of a member, or an assessor, who 
can render assistance, when now and again an appeal comes from 
places like Malta or Mauritius, is well illustrated in two 
recent cases—one from Malta, the other from Mauritius—in 
both of which the judgment of the Board was delivered by 
Sir Henry pg ViLuers, Chief Justice of Cape Colony. 


Enforcement of Debentures. 


IT WOULD seem primé facie that there is no right to bring an 
action to enforce a debenture until either the debenture is due 
or circumstances have arisen which shew that the security is in 
jeopardy. But in Re Carshalton Park Estate (Limited) (1908, 
2 Jh, 62) WARRINGTON, J., has held to the contrary. The 
action may be commenced, and will rank as a proceeding properly 
brought, though no relief can be granted in it until the security 

become in fact enforceable. Ordinarily, of course, the cause 


of action must exist at the time when the action is commenced, 
and the reasoning by which this requirement is dispensed with 









in the present instance is A not quite clear. The learned 


judge appears to have dealt with the point as a matter of 
practice, and to have allowed the validity of the action because 
it was in accordance with the m practice ; though 
apparently mere practice cannot give a sanction se ar ser 2 
which are not based upon a correct view of the law. ndoubtedlly 
debenture-holders have an immediate ch: notwithstandin 
that their security is of a floating nature (Wallace v. Evershed, 
1899, 1 Ch. 891); but it does not seem to be equally clear that 
a person who has an equitable charge on property is entitled to 
enforce it before the time for payment has arrived. It may be 
that he is entitled at any time to take proceedings to havea 
declaration of his charge upon the property, and if in the course 
of these proceedings it appears that the charge ought to be 
enforced, the court may then have jurisdiction to make an order 
accordingly. ‘ The court,” said WARRINGTON, J., “to my own 
knowledge has frequently entertained suits for the realization of 
such a security instituted before the money has become due, and 
has appointed a receiver on the ground that the security was in 
jeopardy. By appointing a receiver it has caused the 
security to be crystallized ; then, the security having 
been crystallized by the appointment of a receiver, it has been 
the constant practice of the court to make an order for realization 
even though the time for payment bas not arrivel.” But, of 
course, the appointment of a receiver will not be made unless the 
security isin jeopardy. The result appears to be that the deben- 
ture-holder is entitled at any time to commence h's action to 
realize his security, though he will not be able to obtain such 
realization unless the evidence shews that he is entitled to it at 
the time when the application is actually made. “It may be,” 
said the learned judge, “that when the action comes on for 
hearing the evidence will not justify a decree; but if, when it 
comes on, the evidence shews that the money has become due, or 
that something has happened which has crystallized the es 
there is jurisdiction to make the usual order for realization of the 
security, and, so far as is necessary, for foreclosure.” Sincs, how- 
ever, at the issue of the writ there is no cause of action for realiza- 
tion of the security it may be suggested that the above-mentioned 
practice is not beyond criticism. 

The Use of Dictionaries in the Interpretation of 

Documents. 

THE Court of Appeal in the recent case of Yangtsze Insur- 
ance Association v. Lndemnity Mutual Marine Insurance Co, were 
called upon to put a meaning on the expression “contraband of 
war” in a marine policy, and in the arguments addressed to the 
court reference was made, not only to text books on international 
law, but also to the Oxford English Dictionary, edited by Murray, 
(vol. 2, p. 912). The principle upon which dictionaries are 
referred to by judges for the purpose of obtaining assist- 
ance in the interpretation of technical words and _ ex- 
pressions cannot always be easily defined. It is 
certain that our courts resort freely to dictionaries 
for definitions of the meaning of words, even where the scope of 
that meaning is one of the disputed issues of the case, and thus 
accept testimony from the compilers of these dictionaries. But 
it isa clear general rule that the construction of all written 
documents is a question of law for the court, and when it is 
remembered that at no very remote period juries were unable to 
read that which was in writing, the convenience of this rule is 
obvious. We have, too, the high authority of Viner’s Abridg- - 
ment that in putting a meaning upon words a judge 
succeeds better than a grave grammarian or logician would 
Why then should a judge, in construing terms of art in a 
document, accept the authority of a lexicographer who is 

robably not a lawyer? The answer is probably that the 
jlefnition in the dictionary is exposed to the severest criticism, 
and is in due course recognized as accurate by the community at 
large. And a judge, like other human: beings, finds it 
from time to time to refresh his memory as to the varying 
meaning of the same word. Dictionaries are admitted, not as 
authorities, but as aids to the memory and understanding of 
the court. A good instance of this use of dictionaries is to be 
found in Hayne v. Cummings(16 C. B. N: 8. 421). There the 
question was whether the words “covenant” and “co rdition” 
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when used in an agreement necessarily meant a covenant under 
seal or a condition in the strict legal sense of the words ; and the 
court referred to dictionaries for instances of the use of these 
words in other than their ordinary legal sense. 


Actions Against Money-lenders. 

AN INTERESTING and important point came before Mr. Justice 
Eve in Chapman v. Michaelson (reported elsewhere). It will be 
remembered that in Lodge v. National Union Investment Co. 
(1907, 1 Ch. 300) Mr. Justice PARKER held that in an action by 
a borrower against a money-lender for a declaration that a 
money-lending transaction is illegal and void under the Money- 
lenders. Act, 1900, on account of the non-registration of the 
money-lender, and for delivery up of the security, the borrower 
is only entitled to succeed on the terms of repaying the money 
actually received by him. In Chapman vy. Michaelson the plaintiff 
simply claimed a declaration that the mortgage was void, and 
did not ask for the mortgage deed to be delivered up, and the 
question arose whether the plaintiff could claim a declaration 
without asking for ancillary relief and whether the court could 
make the declaration without imposing on the plaintiff the 
terms formerly imposed by courts of equity in cases 
arising under the Acts against usury—namely, repayment 
of the money actually received by him. Mr. Justice 
EvE decided both points in favour of the plaintiff, holding that 
the plaintiff need not claim ancillary relief, and that the court 
could make the declaration without imposing terms on the 
plaintiff. He distinguished Lodge v. National Union Investment Co. 
on the grourid that there the whole basis of the decision was 
that the action was an appeal to the equitable jurisdiction of the 
court, and that the plaintiff could not be allowed to assert his 
equity unless he didequity. In Chapman v. Michaelson, however, 
the plaintiff simply claimed a declaration which any court of law 
could well have made. The decision seems to put a somewhat 
narrow interpretation on the old maxim: He who seeks equity 
must do equity. If equity is natural justice, as it is often said 
to be, ought it to depend on a mere form of pleading ? 


Rectification of a French Judgment. 


THE JURISDICTION of the English courts to expunge scandalous 
or irrelevant matter in any record or stealing is fully 
recognized, and we have a recent example of the exercise of a 
similar jurisdiction by the French courts. An action for libel 
having been brought by clergy of Charenton in the local court 
of Troyes against the proprietors of a newspaper, a judgment 
was pronounced by the court containing various recitals, one of 
which was as follows: “Having regard to the fact that the 
Government has appropriated to its own uses the whole of the 
property of the Catholic clergy so that the ministers of this 
worship can now depend only for their subsistence upon the 
generosity of the faithful.” The Government made application 
to the court for the rectification of this judgment, and this appli- 
cation having been rejected, they brought this appeal to the 
Criminal Chamber of the Court of Cassation. The court has 
now made an order that the record shall be amended by striking 
out the paragraph in question. The brevity and generality of 
the judgments in English courts does not give much opportunity 
for statements such as that which attracted the attention of the 
French Government. 


.. The Bar Council on the New 


Circuit Scheme. 


THe Bar Council have issued a report (which we print else- 
where) on the new circuit scheme which was promulgated last 
March by Order in Council (anée, p. 392). The report criticizes 
the scheme somewhat severely, chiefly upon the ground of the 
length of time which is allowed to elapse between the holding of 
assizes at particular towns. Thus it is pointed out that at Nor: 
wich on the South-Eastern Circuit a period of five months elapses 
between the commencement of the summer and autumn assizes, 
namely, from the 22nd of May to the 22nd of October; and 
similarly for other towns on the circuit ; so that in all counties on 











the circuit persons may be kept in prison awaiting trial for a 
period of five months. A person who has the misfortune to be 
arrested at the end of May has the prospect of remaining in 
prison through the summer and well on into the autumn, unless 
he can procure his release on bail, and even then he has the 
anxiety of the trial on him all this time. The position of civil 
business is worse, since the autumn assizes are restricted to 
criminal business ; and a case entered at the end of May will 
have to wait till the end of the following January for hearing. 
On the Oxford Circuit the intervals are similar. On the South 
Wales Circuit it is possible for a prisoner to be detained in 
custody for more than six months without trial. In a few large 
towns— Manchester, Leeds, and -Liverpool—the position is 
improved by the holding of an Easter Circuit ; but, while the 
four circuits in the year are arranged so as to avoid the excessive 
delays just noticed, they shew considerable want of regularity. 
In iciutar the winter assizes commence on the 22nd of 
February and end on the 6th of March. This is followed by the 
Easter assize, which begins on the 5th of April, just a month 
later. Then in the summer and autumn there is a gap of four 
months between the assizes beginning on the lst of July and 
the 21st of November. 

The Bar Council express the opinion that the scheme, so far 
from mitigating, tends rather to aggravate, the acknowledged 
evils of the circuit system. They also deprecate the arrange- 
ment understood to be in contemplation, by which a judge may 
be transferred from one circuit to another in the course of the 
same assize, instead of taking the business continuously in the 
circuit on which he starts. It is objected that this may lead to 
dislocation of business, and that grave inconvenience may result 
to suitors and other persons having business at the assizes. 
And exception is taken to the constant interchange of judges 
between os and the various circuits which is said to be 
intended. It is pointed out that this will inevitably produce 
confusion and delay in the transaction of London business. 

These criticisms may be intrinsically just, but we imagine that 
to meet them there would have to be a more fundamental altera- 
tion in the circuit system than at the present time any of the re- 
sponsible authorities have in view. The circuit system requires 
that the same body of judges shall serve both London and the 
provinces. It is based on sentimental and not on business or 
practical considerations, and it is useless to criticize such a system 
on merely practical grounds. If the object is to try prisoners 
and causes with regularity and despatch, this can be quite easily 
attained by establishing local courts, and these will allow 
London business to go on without interference. But if 
the object is to send the judges of the King’s Bench 
Division round the country in state for the purpose of 
impressing the populace, then the present system— 
assuming the populace to be capable of being impressed —answers 
the purpose. It must be recognized, however, that no arrange- 
ments can make this system fit in with the practical requite 
ments both of circuit business and of London business. 

The weakness of the Bar Council’s criticism lies in their failure 
to appreciate the real position. It is obviously a matter of difficulty 
to draw up a scheme for the holding of assizes under the existi 
conditions. It may be assumed that the new scheme has h 
the careful consideration of those who are responsible for the 
circuit business. Whether it is better or worse than previous 
schemes it is hardly possible to say without wide experience of its 
probable operation on the various circuits. The mere fact that 
it leaves unduly long intervals between the holding of assizes 
at particular towns does not necessarily condemn it, That 
is part of the circuit system itself. The excessive interval 
between the summer and autumn assizes is to some extent 
due to the long vacation. In this respect the Bar Council's 
report would have been more useful bad it propounded am 
alternative scheme, but the conditions of the problem render this 
no easy matter. There are a limited number of judges who have 
to carry on the London business with such continuity as is possible, 
and at any rate with sufficient despatch to prevent the undue 


accumulation of arrears; and who have also to disperse them- 
selves periodically through the country to carry on the higher 
Under these ci 


civil and criminal business in the provinces. 
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cumstances destructive criticism appears to be of little good. A 
scheme which, while observing the necessary conditions, would 
avoid a delay of, say, more than three months at any assize town 
would probably be as welcome to the judges, who, it may be pre- 
sumed, are responsible for the present scheme, as to the Bar 
Council. 

The real point is whether it is worth while to maintain the 
existing circuit system at all, but the present time is hardly suit- 
able for its discussion. As we have said, the system is based on 
sentimental rather than on practical considerations, though it may 
be admitted that the sentimental appeal is intended to have prac- 
tical results. If the sheriff's carriage and four, and the javelin 
men, and the state service—in which the length of the sermon is 
understood to lean to the side of mercy—and the judge’s robes, 
and the rest of it, were merely incidents in an interesting drama, 
there would not be much to be said for them, though it is always 
a pity when the picturesque is allowed to give place to mere 
utility. And possibly there is in fact not much to be said for 
them. If ever this should be realized the circuit system will 
have had its day and local courts will take its place. Is this 
wat the Bar Council mean ? But whether they mean it or no there 
is no immediate prospect of any such change. There have been 
times within the last hundred years when great judicial reforms 
eould be carried. We doubt whether this is one of them, and 
we doubt whether it is worth while to criticize microscopically a 
circuit scheme the defects of which are inherent in the system. 





The Income of Unconverted Real 
Estate. 


THE rule with respect to income of personal estate bequeathed 
by will which has remained unconverted under a power to post- 
pone conversion, without any provision for the destination of 
income till conversion, has been the subject of numerous recent 
decisions. The result of these has been to draw a distinction 
between property which is of a wasting nature and property 
which is in a state of investment not authorized generally as a 
mode of investment for the trust property. Property of the 
former kind is within the rule in Howe v. Earl of Dartmouth 
(7 Vea. 137), and the tenant for life is not entitled to the income 
in specie in the absence of an express direction to that effect. 
He is only entitled to three per cent. on the realizable value of 
the property: Brown v. Gellatly (2 Ch. 751),Re Woods (1904,2Ch. 4). 
But securities of the latter kind have been treated, though not 
without judicial doubt, on a different footing. It follows from 
the provisions of the will that, though not authorized as trust 
investments generally for the particular trust estate, yet so long 
as their realization is properly postponed under the powers of 
the will they are in fact authorized investments, and hence there 
is no reason why the tenant for life should not take the actual 
income just asin the case of any other authorized securities, 
Securities of this nature have been, for convenience, called 
hazardous securities by way of distinction from wasting securities, 
and it is now settled that the tenant for life is entitled to the 
actual income of such securities when they are retained under a 
power to postpone conversion: He Sheldon (39 Ch. D. 50), Re 
Bates (1907, 1 Ch. 22) ; contri, Re Chaytor (1905, 1 Ch. 233). 

_ It would, probably, have been more: in accordance with the 
intention of testators had the tenant for life been allowed the 
actual incomeofall property authorized to be retained unconverted, 
whether of a wasting or hazardous nature, an‘ had the scope of 
the rule in Howe v. Larl of Dartmouth (supri) been restricted to 
cases where property which ought to have been converted has been 
retained unconverted. But, atany rate with regard to real estate, 
the courts have recognized that the tenant for life is entitled to 
the actual income till conversion. Abundant cases,” said 
Kakewion, J., in Re Carter (41 W. R. 140), “shew that in the case 
of real property, where a sale is directed, with discretion 
to postpone, this discretion is given not for convenience of 
persons but of the estate; and, therefore, the tenant for life 
may have the income.” ‘The observation is, perhaps, not very 
Convincing, for it may be inferred that the power to postpone 


conversion is given for the benefit of the estate as much in 

to personalty as realty, and the testator does not contem 
that the court will perform an imagi realization and give 
the tenant for life the income of the estimated proceeds, when he 
has himself allowed the actual realization to be postponed. In 
general it is in favour of the tenant for life to be allowéd the 
actual income, but this is not necessarily so, and, especially in the 
case of building land which is awaiting development, the 

ment of conversion may gy the tenant for life of income : 
see Yates v. Yates (28 Beav. 637). 

But in the case of real estate it is not necessary that there 
should be an express power to postpone conversion in order to 
give the tenant for life the right to the actual income. In Yates 
v. Yates (supri) it appears to have been assumed that this was 
so, and that under an absolute trust for conversion the tenant 
for life was only entitled to interest at the usual rate on the 
realizable value, as from the expiration of twelve months from the 
testator’s death. But this is not so. This case was considered 
in conjunction with the other authorities by Kekewicu, J., in 
Re Searle (1900, 2 Ch. 829). “I think,” said the learned judge, 
“the authorities are clear that where there is a trust for sale of 
real estate, and the proceeds are settled on a tenant for 
life, then—at any rate so long as the sale is not improperly 
postponed—the person entitled to the income of the 
ceeds is entitled to the rents and profits of the estate till 
sale.” And he held, accordingly, that the tenant for life, being 
entitled to the rents and profits, was to be deemed tenant 
for life within section 63 of the Settled Land Act, 1882. This 
principle had been applied by the same judge in Hope v. D’ Hédou- 
ville (1893, 2 Ch. 360), and it was followed by him again in Re 
Earl of Darnley (1907, 1 Ch. 159). In both these cases real 
estate was given on trust for conversion with no power to sr 
pone conversion. In the latter case the estate included 
comprised in a mining lease, which empowered the lessee to dig 
chalk on certain of the demised lands and to take additional ¢ 
land at the rate of £900 peracre. This was treated as an acre- 
age rent, and consequently as income, and the tenant for life was 
entitled to it, notwithstanding the trust for conversion and the 
absence of a power to postpone conversion. 

Both in [te Searle and Re Earl of Darnley the trust for conver- 
sion comprised both real and personal estate, but this mingling of 
the two kinds of property was not considered as a reason for 
departing, in the case of the real estate, from the rule pro 
applicable to it. In the recent case of Re Oliver (1908, 2 Ch. 74), 
however, an attempt was made to deprive the tenant for life of the 
actual income of the real estate upon this ground, and a judgment 
dealing specially with the question was given by WARRINGTON, 
J. It was argued that there is an established principle that 
where realty and personalty are combined in one fund rules 
relating to personalty will be applied to both constituents of such 
fund ; and for this reliance was placed on Genery v. eg od 
(Jac. 468) and Bellairs v. Bellairs (18 Eq. 510). In the latter 
case JESSEL, M.R., said: “This is a mixed fund; the proceeds 
of realty and personalty directed to be converted are thrown 
together as an entire fund. Now, the rules as to mixed funds 
are very different from the rules governing simple funds, arising 
from the one or the other kind of property. The general rule 
in modern times has been to govern this mixed fund by the 
rules of personalty.” But WARRINGTON, J., considered that this 
passage was intended to deal only with cases in which the two 
parts of the fund had necessarily to be kept together. It did 
not apply to the question of the amount of income produced by 
each part of thefund. “There is no question here,” he said, “of 
keeping the two funds together, and no difficulty in applying one 
rule to the rents of realty and another to the income of personalty, 
any more than there would be in giving the tenant for life income 
in specie of authorized investments and some conventional sum 
in lieu of income for unauthorized investments.” 

In Wentworth v. Wentworth (1900, A. C. 163) the rule as to 
incdme of unconverted property was laid down by Lord 
MACNAGHTEN in the Privy Council in terms which may perhaps 
be regarded as applying both to real and 

estate, at any rate ce as in that case, they form a 





mixed fund. “In this country,” said his lordship in deliver- 
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ing the judgment of the Judicial Committee, ‘‘in the case of 
income-producing property directed by will to be converted, but 
retained for a time unconverted for the benefit of the estate, it 
has been the practice of the court to put a value on the property, 
and to allow the tenant for life out of the income actually 
produced a sum equal to four per cent. on such value.” But 
that caso, as WARRINGTON, J., pointed out in his judgment in 
the present case, was concerned with a special question as to the 
—— of mining rents, and it does not appear that Lord 
MACNAGHTEN was intending to deal with the ordinary rents and 

fits of real estate, or to overrule the decisions by which these 
live been given to the tenant for life until conversion. It may 
be taken, therefore, that, notwithstanding that the trust for con- 
version affects real and personal property asa mixed fund,and even 
though there may be no express power to postpone conversion, 
yet, so long asthe conversion of the real estate is not improperly 
delayed, the tenant for life is entitled to receipt of the rents 
and profits. 








Reviews. 
Copyright in Designs. 
THe Law or Copyricut IN Desiens. By Lewis EDMUNDS, | 


D.Sc., K.C., and Herspert Bentwicn, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Seconp Epition. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Though this work is described asa second edition of the work on 
designs published by Mr. Edmunds in 1895, it is in effect a new | 
work. the authors have no doubt worked upon the former book as | 
a basis, but it has been rewritten to such an extent, and the contents 
are so largely original, that this ought properly to be regarded as a | 
new work. It supplies a want. The Law of Designs has hitherto | 
been treated rather as a humble annex to the Law of Patents than 
as a branch of law of any considerable importance in itself, 
but this was greatly due to the shortness of the term for which 
protection was given to designs, and now that the Act of 
1907 renders it possible for designs to be monopolized for as long as 
fifteen years, it _resonteh obvious that far greater attention will have 
to be paid to the principles by which these are governed. The new 
Act has altered, and, as we think, improved, the provisions of the old 
Acts in various important respects—e.g., the limitation of the 
penalties imposed on the omission of the registration mark, the pro- 
tection of the proprietor against the consequences of a confidential 
disclosure before registration, and the like—and a new work was 
needed. We think that this book will be found useful. We are not 
altogether convinced that the division of the treatise into sections, 
not always clearly marked off from one another, is an advantage ; 
and we are pretty clear that the omission of the side notes, 
or rubrics, affording a guide to the text, is a loss, but it will 
nr be possible to find the passage relating to a given 
point by means of the index and the headings of the 
chapters. Again, the comparison between the new Act and those 
which have been repealed is distinctly useful, but it would 
have facilitated inquiry if the reprint of the old Acts had 
been noted so as to shew where the corresponding provisions of the 
new Act were to be found. When the numbers of the old sections 
are well remembered, one naturally turns to them for an indication 
of the page where what has replaced them is printed. The pages of 
illustrations are useful and so are the forms, and we feel indebted 
to the authors for the assistance they have given to the profession. 








. Encyclopedia of the Laws of England, 


ENCYCLOPZDIA OF THE LAWs OF ENGLAND; WITH FoRMS AND 
PrecepENts. By the Most Eminent Lecat AUTHORITIES. 
Seconp Epirion, REVISED AND ENLARGED. Vou. X.: 
NonconrorMists TO Pay Orrice. Vor. XI.: Peace, Brn 
OF, TO PROCLAMATION. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Wm. Green 
& Sons, Edinburgh. 

These two volumes carry the new edition of the Encyclopedia of 
the Laws of England a considerable distance on the way to com- 
pletion. Among the more important articles in Vol. X. are a series of 
articles on Practice by Master Burney—Notice of Judgment, of Trial, 

. and of Writ, and Notice to Admit and to Produce; an article on 

Orders in Council, by Mr. Alexander Pulling ; on Parish Councils, by 

Mr. Blake Odgers, K.C., and Mr. E. J. Naldrett ; on Parent and 


Child, by Mr. E. L. de Hart, revised by Mr. Justice Wood Renton 
- and Mr. J. 8S. Henderson ; on Partition, by Master Burney ; Partner- 


| articles are followed by precedents. The article on Parent and 


Child contains, in the section on Custody of Legitimate Children, a full 
and useful account of the law and authorities on the jurisdiction of 
the court in regard to custody and the manner in which it is exer- 
cised. That on Partition collects the authorities on those some- 
what confusing provisions, sections 3, 4, and 5 of the Partition Act, 
1868 ; and a section is devoted to partition under the Inclosure Acts. 
The article on Partnership includes an explanation of limited 
partnerships formed under the Act of 1907, but from the list of 
precedents, which is otherwise copious, we miss a precedent specially 
adapted to this form of partnership. The article on Patents has 
been revised so as to incorporate references to the Patents Act, 
1907. 

Vol. XI. also is signalized by a considerable number of important 
articles. These include Perpetuity and the Rule against Perpetuities, 
by Mr. T. Cyprian Williams ; Petition of Right, by Mr. H. A. de 
Colyar, K.C. ; Pleadings, by Mr. Blake Odgers, K.C.; Poor Law, by 
Mr. W. W. Mackenzie, revised by Mr. Geoffrey Ellis; Powers, by 
Mr. J. 8. Vaizey ; Prescription, by Mr. J. R. V. Fear ob revised b 
Mr. N. E. L. Child ; and Principal and Surety, by Mr. J. D. Israel, 
revised by Mr. C. Johnston Edwards. The article on Perpetuities 
has the advantage of references to the recent cases of Woodall vy. 
Clifton (1905, 2 Ch. 257) and Worthing Corporation v. Heather 
(1906, 2 Ch. 532), on options of purchase in leases, and of references 
to articles on the same subject by the author in these columns. 
That on Pleadings gives a very concise and well-arranged exposition 
of this important head of practice ; and that on Powers will be found 
to be a very useful guide to the various classes of powers and the 
mode of their exercise. The subject of Precatory Trusts has 
caused a good deal of discussion in recent cases, and, as 
is well known, the policy of the court with regard to them has been 
changed, it being now more difficult than formerly to raise a trust on 
precatory words. The article on this subject by Mr. de Colyar, 
revised by Mr. C. Johnston Edwards, contains a very full list of the 
authorities and will be found invaluable to the practitioner who has 
to consider the point. The article on Prescription also shews the 
effect of recent decisions in the refereuces to Colls’ case (1904, 
A.C. 179), Hyman v. Van Den Bergh (1908, 1 Ch. 167), and other 
recent cases. The series is being re-edited with careful regard to the 
latest authorities. 





Books of the Week. 


Butterworths’ Ten Years’ Digest of Reported Cases, 1898 to 1907: 
A Digest of Reported Cases decided in the Supreme and other Courts 
during the years 1898 to 1907, including a Copious Selection of 
Reported Cases decided in the Irish and Scotch Courts, with lists of 
Cases Digested, Overruled, Considered, &c. Issued under the general 
editorship of Sipney W. CLARKE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, with the co- 
operation of C. C. M. Pirumprre, Esq., W. F. Lawrence, i. 
F. J. Corrman, Esq., M. R. Emanvetz, Esq., M.A., D.C.L., W. 
VALENTINE Bat, Esq., E. L. Hopkins, Esq., and Harry CLOVER, 
Esq., Barristers-at-Law. Vols. 1 to3. Butterworth & Co. 

The English Reports. Vol. LXXXV.: King’s Bench Division 
XIV., containing Wms. Saunders 1 and 2. William Green & 
Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Leading Cases in Constitutional Law, briefly stated, with Introduc- 
tion and Notes. By Ernest C. THomas, om scholar of Trinity 
College, Oxford, and Bacon Scholar of the Hon. Society of Gray’s- 
inn. Fourth Edition. By CuHaries L. AtrEnBorovucH, Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 








Correspondence. 


Portrait of the Right Hon. D, Lloyd-George, 
M.P., Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I append a further list of subscriptions received since the 
last acknowledgment which appeared in your journal of May 16th. 
The total, it will be observed, is £331 16s. 6d., so that further sub- 
scriptions are required, and I feel sure that there are many members 
of the Profession who would wish to assist in this matter, but whose 
attention has not yet been called to it. a 

As I have already mentioned, there is no question of politics 
involved here. 1 am strongly opposed politically to the 
honourable gentleman, but I feel that his appointment to the great 
office of Chancellor of the Exchequer is an honour to the profession, 
and it is fitting that his portrait should should hang in the Law 


Society's Hall as a pendant to that of that other politically 





ship, by Judge Lindley; and Patents, by Mr. Lewis Edmunds, 
K.C., ani the late Mr. T. M. Stevens, revised by Mr. Justice 
Wood Renton and Mr. J.8. Henderson. The last three of these 





distinguished member of the profession, Lord Wolverhampton, 
which already hangs there. 
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The portrait of the Prime Minister is to be painted for Lincoln’s 
Inn, and we should not be behind the bar in such a matter. 

I shall therefore be greatly obliged if solicitors who have not 
already subscribed will kindly send me their cheques. 

I may mention that the amounts which I have received vary from 
£10 10s. to 10s. 6d. Joun Gray HILt. 

10, Water-street, Liverpool, July 14. 


PORTRAIT OF THE RIGHT HON. D. LLOYD-GEORGE, M.P., CHANCELLOR OF 
THE EXCHEQUER. 





Amount previously acknowledged £288 15 6 
£8. a. £.8. 4 

Butcher & Barlow .. . ee Briggs & Crosse .. -_ “ao eS 
Wat-on & Chell 110 Strick, Bellingham, & Hanron.. 1 1 0 
Jas. Isherwood ee oo 010 6 Bolam, Middleton, & Co — 2 o 
Reynolds &Son_ ., ee o £48 W. Shakespeare & Co. .. - 823 86 
Buxton Law Society - a ae x Richard Cattarns .. an » 684 
Rochester, Chathain, and District Archer, Parker, & Archer Ra oy 

Law Society o« ae - 224s Crowders, Vizard, Oldham, & Co. 2 2 0 
Gwyneddron, Davies, & Jenkins 1 1 0 Field, Roscoe, & Co. “ owe 
Woodroffes & Ashby mS a eu John Griffiths rn “ 110 
Fred C. Allen Ree Fooks, Chadwick, & Co. .. 110 
Stevens & Son “a a = ee Thos. Ratcliffe Ellis ae 
Lewin, Gregory, & Anderson 33 6 ane 
Cooper & Goocger .. + 56 5 0 831 16 6 
Andrew M. Jackson & Co, > s 








Report of the Metropolitan Police Commission. 
[Jo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—In the course of this inquiry a most valuable suggestion, 
which does not seem to have attracted the attention it deserves, was 
made by Mr. Curtis Bennett, now one of the magistrates at the Bow- 
street police-court. That suggestion is favourably noticed by the 
Royal Commissioners at p. 135 of their Report. 

May we express the opinion that the title “Police Court” as 
applied to the courts of summary jurisdiction of the Metropolis, 
and that of “Police Magistrate” as applied to the gentlemen who 
so ably preside over them, are both inappropriate and misleading? 

In the course of the nearly seventy years which have elapsed 
since the establishment of the Metropolitan courts a very extensive 
civil jurisdiction has been conferred upon the magistrates, in addition 
to their strictlycriminal work. They exercise similar powers to those 
of county court judges in dealing, inter alia, with disputes between em- 
ployers and workmen, detention of property, and claims for arrears 
of water, gas, and electric light rates. In questions of contribu 
tion from property owners in respect of paving new streets the 
magistrates have unlimited jurisdiction as to amount of the 
claim, which sometimes reaches several hundreds of pounds, and often 
raises difficult questions of law. 

They also now exercise extensive powers formerly confined to the 
judges of the Divorce Court, in granting judicial separations to 

= welt and wives. 

This statement of their civil powers could be largely added to, but 
we think we have quoted enough to shew that the Metropolitan 
courts of “ first instance” should no longer be called “ Police Courts” 
or the magistrates “Police Magistrates.” We desire to support what 
we have reason to believe was Mr. Curtis Bennett’s suggestion in his 
evidence before the Royal Commissioners—viz., that the name of the 
courts should be altered to “Metropolitan Courts of Summary 
Jurisdiction,” or, perhaps, for sake of brevity, “Metropolitan Sum- 
mary Courts,” and that the magistrates should have the title of 
“Judges” of such courts. 

In conclusion, we should like to quote the words of the Royal 
Commissioners upon the subject: “It would tend to increase public 
confidence if it were made clear to everybody, by the very name of 
the court, that all persons who were being tried by a London 
magistrate were being tried by a judge absolutely independent of, 
and free from, police control.” Wontner & Sons. 

40, Bedford-row, W.C., July 15. 


New Orders, &c. 


Draft Rules of the Supreme Court as to Judges’ 
Summonses in the King’s Bench Division. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (JULY) 1908, 
ORDER LIV., RULE A. 
1. All originating summonses and all summonses other than in 
actions returnable before the toe and all appeals to the Jud 
preals 








otherwise than in actions, and also all Judges’ summonses and a 
toa Judge in actions before the mode and place of trial of such 
action shall have been fixed, shall be returnable before and be dealt 
with by a Judge to be from time to time assigned by the Lord Chief 
Justice to take such business. The Judge so assigned . these rules 
called the Judge for interlocutory Sesiant shall sit either 
in Court or in Chambers to dispose of such business on such 





days of the week and at such hour as shall from time to time be 
directed by the Lord Chief Justice, and urgent applications may be 
made to the said Judge when not sitting for interlocutory business as 
well as when he is so sitting. Two or more Judges may be agsi 

by the Lord Chief Justice to take between them the interlocutory 
business for such es as he may think fit, but so that for every 
day one Judge only shall be the assigned ae for interlocutory 
business for that day. Urgent applications may be dealt with by any 
Judge when the Judge for interlocutory business is not available. 

2. So far as practicable all Judges’ eager a yee to a Judge, 
and ok gee ay to a Judge in an action, after the mode and place 
of trial of the action has been fixed, shall be dealt with by the 
Judge who according to the rotas of business in the King’s Bench 
Division and to the circuits announced for the Judges may be 
expected to try such action. Where for any reason this is not 
ee such matters shall be dealt with by the Judge for inter- 
ocutory business. 

3. The order made on the summons for directions in every 
action, and every order giving leave to defend under Order 14, 
shall direct whether the action is to be tried with a special jury, 
or with a common jury, or without a jury (whether by a Judge or 
otherwise), and shall also direct where the action is to be tried, 
and the action shall at once be entered accordingly by the party 
having the carriage of the order in such one of the lists herein- 
after mentioned as the master shall direct, but the mode and 
place of trial so directed may be subsequently altered for sufficient 
cause On a summons or a notice under the summons for directions 
issued by either y. If the mode or place of trial is so altered, 
the action shall thereupon be transferred to the appropriate list. 

4. For actions in which the place fixed for trial is Middlesex there 
shall be such lists for special juries, common juries, and without 
juries, respectively, as the Lord Chief Justice shall from time to time 
direct ; and every action, so soon as the place and mode of trial are 
fixed as aforesaid, shall be entered in such one of these lists as may 
from time to time be directed. 

5. All Judges’ summonses, ap to the Judge, and applications 
to the Judge in actions di to be tried with a special jury or 
with a common jury or without a jury (other than circuit cna) 
shall, unless it be at any time otherwise directed by the Lord Chi 
Justice, be returnable before a Judge for the time being in charge of 
the list of special jury, common jury, or without-jury actions respec- 
tively, as the case may be, in which the action has been entered or 
has been ordered to be entered as aforesaid. 

6. Notice shall be given to the Judge’s clerk of all summonses 
returnable before and all appeals to a Judge sitting in Middlesex 
other than the Judge for interlocutory business, and the summonses 
shall be returnable in Court for Chambers at such time as the judge 
may from time to time direct. st ae 

7. All Judges’ summonses and all appeals to the Judge in actions 
directed to be tried on circuit at any assize town shall be returnable 
before the Judge who accerding to the rota of business is ~— 
to take the civil business at that assize town, if such J be 
in London or if the assize at the town at which the trial is fixed has 
commenced. If such Judge shall not be in London or at such assize 
town, such summonses and appeals shall be returnable before and 
dealt with by the Judge for interlocutory business, unless in wy, Bl 
ticular case both parties shall agree that a summons shall be taken 
by the Circuit Judge at an assize town other than that at which the 
case is to be tried. 

8. Any appeal from a District Registrar, and any Judges’ sum- 
monses or 4 mes to the Judge in any action or matter proceedin, 
in a District Registry may be heard by any Judge on the circuit 
within which the eed is situate, notwithstanding that he may 
not be the Judge before whom according to the preceding Rules of 
this Order such appeal or summons should be returnable or heard. 

9. If for any cause the Judge before whom a summons or appeal 
should, according to the p ing Rules of this Order be returnable 
or heard is not available, or in any case of a Judge’s summons or 
appeal not herein provided for, such summons or appeal may be made 
returnable before or heard by the Judge for interlocutory business, 

10. Lists shall be made and published of all summonses and 
appeals for hearing before the J alge for interlocutory business for 
each day on which he shall sit, as heretofore done in Judge's 
Chambers, and when summonses and ap are in fact in 
Court, the hearing is to be deemed to be in Chambers, and all persons 
who would have a right of audience in Jeige Chambers be 
heard on such matters, and there shall be no further right to s 
the a oemggy without leave than if the hearing were in fact. in 
Chambers. Lists of summonses returnable before any Judge other 
than the Judge for interlocutory business shall, when necessary, be 
made by the Judge’s clerk, as in the Comm Court. : 
-11. For the of exercising every authority conferred by 
Statute, Order or Rule u the Judge at Chambers, and not here- 
inbefore specifically ided for, the Judge for interlocutory busi- 
ness shall be the Judge at Chambers. 
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12. These Rules shall not affect the practice of the Commercial 
Court as to summonses, which shall continue as heretofore. 

13. These Rules shall come into operation on the 12th of October, 
1908. They may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court (July) 
1908, or each Rule may be cited by the heading thereof with reference 
to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 

[We are favoured with the above draft rules in advance of their 
appearance in the London Gazette. ] 





Rules Publication Act, 1893. 


The following Draft. Rules are published pursuant to the above Act. 

Copies may be obtained at the Board of Trade :— 
Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 anp 1890. 

General Rule in substitution for Rule 103 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1886, made pursuant to Section 127 of the Bankruptey Act, 1883. 
Rule 103 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, is hereby annulled, and the 

following Rule, which may be cited as Rule 103a, is substituted there 

for :— 

The office of the Senior Bankruptcy Registrar of the High Court 
shall be kept open daily throughout the year from ten till four o'clock, 
except ou Sunday, Christmas Day, and the next following working day, 
Good Friday, Easter Eve, Monday and Tuesday in Easter week, Whit 
Monday, the first Monday in August, or any day appointed for a public 
fast or thanksgiving, or on which the Judge of the High Court may 
direct, it to be closed, and except also on Saturdays, when the office 
may be closed at one o’clock—Provided that during vacations of the 
High Court the office may be closed at two o'clock, except on Saturdays 
as aforesaid, 

This Rule may apply also to the office of the Bankruptcy Taxing 
Master. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v, JEFFERYS. 10th July. 


Executors—WiLt, Construction or—No NeExt-or-Kin—-RESIDUE 
UNDISPOSED OF—Equat Pecuniary LEGACIES TO ALL THE ExecuTOoRS— 
Speciric Bequests to Some—Benericiat Titte to Restpvue—Ricut 
or EXEcurTOoRS. 


A testator by his will appointed three executors, to each of whom he 
gave a legacy of £1,000, and, in addition, he gave to one executor his 
foreign decorations, to another his diamond ring and his gold watch, 
and to the third he gave no specific legacy. The residuary personal 
estate was not disposed of by the will, and the testator died without 
leaving any next-of-kin. The Court of Appeal, reversing the decision 
of Swinfen Eady, J., held that the executors were beneficially entitled 
to the undisposed-of residuary estate, which was claimed by the Crown. 

Held, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal, that as the 
specific legacies to the executors were unequal, there was no presumption, 
notwithstanding the pecuniary legacies were equal, sufficient to rebut or 
destroy the legal title of the executors to the residue, and to shew that 
the testator did not intend them to take the residue beneficially. 








The question to be determined was whether the presumption that 
the testator who gives equal pecuniary legacies to all his executors does 
not intend such executors to take his residuary personal estate bene- 
fxially is sufficiently rebutted by the fact that the testator has also 
bequeathed a specific chattel or specific chattels to one or more of 
euch executors. There was no dispute as to the facts in the present 
case, which were briefly that the testator Leone Glukman died 
leaving neither wife, child, nor any known next-of-kin. By his will 
he made no disposition of his residuary personal estate. He appointed 
three executors, to each of whom he gave a legacy of £1,000, and he 
also speifically bequeathed to one executor all his foreign decorations, 
to another his diamond ring and gold watch, but nothing to the third 
executor, who had only his £1,000. In 1885 proceedings were taken 
for administration, in which an inquiry was directed who were the 
testator’s next-of-kin and whether he left. a widow. In 1905 the master 
certified that the testator left no widow, and that there was no sufti- 
cient evidence to shew whether there were any next-of-kin. The 
Attorney-General took out a summons for a declaration that the sur- 
viving executor, George Jefferys, was a trustee for the Crown. Swinfen 
Eady, J., held that the unequal specific legacies were not sufficient to 
di the presumption that the executors were not intended to take 
beneficially, and consequently that the surviving executor in this 
case was a trustee for the Crown (1907, 1 Ch. 171). The surviving 
executor appealed to the Court of Appeal, and their lordships (Cozens. 
Hardy, M.R., and Fletcher Moulton and Buckley, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal, holding that in a case where there were no next-of-kin it 
was settled law (unless the will shewed a contrary intention) that the 
executors wers deneticially entitled tu the undisposed of 
personal estate. From that decision the Crown appealed. 

The Ear! of Hassvury, in dismissing the appeal, said that certain 
canors of consiruction h:d been adopted, by which it was sought by the 


residuary 





Crown to exclude the respondent from the enjoyment of the testator’s 
residuary estate, and a line of cases had been cited in support of that 
view. He declined to extend those old authorities to a new case, 
and to enlarge the operation of these canons for the purpose of destroy- 
ing the legal title of the executors. ‘The case was not within the rule, 
and accordingly the executor took by law, and took beneficially. The 
Act of 1830 (11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 40) declared executors on failure 
of the gifts or trusts in the will to be trustees for the next-of-kin. Here 
there were no next-of-kin. 

Lord ASHBOURNE concurred. 

Lord MACNAGHTEN, in concurring, referred to Mapp v. LElcock 
(2 Phill., at p. 796), where Lord Cottenham said “the title of an 
executor to personalty not otherwise disposed of did not arise from 
any gift from the testator, but from the operation of law incident to 
the office The law vested the property in the executor, and if the 
testator had not directly or indirectly declared any purpose to which 
he was to apply it, there was nothing to interfere with the legal title 
of the executoc, and he therefore retained such property for his own 
benefit.” 

Lords James oF HEREFoRD and CoLLIns concurred.—CounseEL, Sir 
W. 8S. Robson, A.G., and C. H. Sargant; Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Feliz 
Cassel, K.C., and Ward Coleridge. Soricrtors, The Treasury 
Solicitor ; Stanley, Woodhouse, &: Hedderwick. 

(Reported by Ersxrxe Rap, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


MANSELL +, THE VALLEY PRINTING CO. AND RANKINE. No. 2. 
llth July. 


CopyriGHT—UnNpuBLisHep Pictrurne—Common Law RicHtT—PrRatTep 
Corpy—Innocent PusiicaTIon—DAMaAGEs. 


The owner of an unpublished picture, who has not registered the 
same under the Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862, has at common law, and 
apart from any statutory protection, the right to recover damages 
against any person who, even innocently and in good faith, publishes a 
copy of such picture. 

Appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. The vlaintiff was the 
exclusive owner of certain pictures and designs suitable for advertise- 
ments, which had been made for the plaintiff by an artist in his em- 
ploy on the terms that they should be the plaintifi’s exclusive property. 
They cost the plaintiff £18 and £25 respectively. The plaintiff had 
not published or supplied these two pictures; and he did not register 
them under the Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862, until the end of July, 
1906. The defendant Rankine, another artist in the plaintiff's employ 
from November, 1902, to July, 1905, had surreptitiously made copies 
of the above drawings. After leaving the plaintiff’s employ he sold 
his copies to the defendants, the Valley Printing Co.. in a false name 
as original drawings, and the Valley Printing Co., having no notice 
whatever of the plaintiff's title. published them before July, 1906. On 
complaint made by the plaintiff, the Valley Printing Co. offered to stop 
further publication and to hand over the copies to the plaintiff, but 
declined to pay damages. On the 24th of August, 1906, the plaintiff 
brought this action for an injunction against Rankine, and for damages 
and delivery of copies against Rankine and the Valley Printing Co. 
The evidence shewed that the Valley Printing Co.’s publication of the 
pictures had rendered them valueless to the plaintiff, and £43, the cost 
of their production, was lost. Swinfen Eady, J., held that the plaintiff 
had a right to recover against the Valley Printing Co., although they 
had acted innocently, and gave judgment against the Valley Printing 
Co. as well as against the defendant Rankine for £43 damages with an 
order for delivery up to the plaintiff on oath of all copies and colourable 
imitations (if anv) of his pictures and designs in the defendants’ pos- 
session. The Valley Printing Co. appealed. 

THe Courr (CozEns-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and KEnNepy, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said : This appeal raises the question whether, 
at common law, and apart from any statutory protection, the owner of 
an unpublished picture can recover damages against a person who 
has, innocently and in good faith, published a pirated copy of the 
picture. We have had an interesting argument as to the nature and 
extent of the common law right of an author before publication. It 
seems to me that, for the purpose of the present case, there is no 
uncertainty in the law. In Caird v. Sime (12 A. C. 326) the right of a 
professor to restrain the publication of lectures orally delivered in his 
class room was established by the House of Lords. Although it was a 
Scotch case, the law applicable is treated as being the same as in 
England. The law thus laid down is based upon property, irrespective 
of implied contract or breach of duty. More than a century earlier a 
very important case came before the House of Lords. I refer to 
Donaldsons v. Becket, decided in 1774. It is best 1eported in Parliamen- 
tary History, vol. 17, pp. 954-1003. The great question there raised 
was whether an author, after the expiration of the statutory protection 
given by the statute of Anne, had a perpetual right of literary property 
at common law, and this question was decided in the negative. The 
judges were summoned, and several questions were put to them, of 
which the first was as follows :—1. Whether at common law an author 
of any book or literary composition had the sole right of first printing+ 
and publishing the same for sale, and might bring an action against any? 


person”who printed, published, and sold the same without his»consenta’ 4 
All the judges, except three, answered this question in the affirmative. © 
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This weighty authority, in my opinion, is decisive of the present appeal. 
It shews that an action on the case would lie against any person who 
prints and publishes an unpublished book without consent. And when 
it is established that the right is a proprietary right, it is plain that 
the element of motive or intention on the part of the defendant is 
wholly irrelevant. It could“hot be contended since Prince Albert v. 


Strange (1 De G. & Sm. 652, 1 Mac. & G. 25) that the owner of an 


unpublished picture stands in any different position from the owner of 
an unpublished literary work. The case of Turner v. Robinson (10 Ir. 
Ch. Rep., pp. 121, 510) is a direct authority om the point. In my 
opinion the judgment of Swinfen Eady, J., which is based substantially 
on the reasons I have expressed, was correct, and the appeal must be 
dismissed with costs. 

Farwett and Kennepy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, Hon. EH. C. 
Macnaghten, K.C., and A. B. Shaw; Micklem, K.C., and Stuart Bevan. 
Soricrtors, James, Mellor, & Coleman; Sole, Turner, & Knight. 


[Reported by J. I. Stizume, Barrister-at- Law. ] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
CHAPMAN v. MICHAELSON. Eve, J. 11th July. 


MoNEY-LENDER—N ON-REGISTRATION—ILLEGAL AND Vor TRANSACTION— 
DECLARATION—ANCILLARY ReLier—TermMS—REPAYMENT OF MONEY 
BORROWED. 


In an action by a borrower against a money-lender for a declaration 
that a money-lending transaction is illegal and void on account of the 
non-registration of the money-lender under the Money-lenders Act, 
1900, the borrower is entitled to a declaration without asking for ancil- 
lary relief, and without being put upon terms as to repayment of the 
money actually received by him. 

Quere, whether the borrower can waive the statute and ratify the 
transaction. 

Lodge v. (1907, 1 Ch. 300) 
distinguished. 


National Union Investment Co. 


This was an action for a declaration that a certain mortgage was 
illegal and void on account of the defendant not being registered under 
the Money-lenders Act, 1900. One Loyd, being entitled to a contingent 
life interest in certain estates, mortgaged the same to the defendant, a 
money-lender, to secure a loan of £4,000 and interest. The defendant 
was not registered as a money-lender under the Act. The plaintiff 
was a trustee under a scheme of arrangement made by Loyd with his 
creditors. Under that deed all the property of Loyd was vested in 
the plaintiff, and among the scheduled debts was the £4,000 lent by 
the defendant. The plaintiff investigated the circumstances under 
which this debt was incurred, and came to the conclusion that the 
mortgage was void. He thereupon commenced this action. The 
defendant admitted at the trial that the plaintiff was entitled to a 
declaration, but contended that he was only entitled on repaying the 
amount actually received with 5 per cent. interest. 


Eve, J., after stating the facts, said: The. plaintiff thereupon 
launched this action, in which he claimed a declaration that the mort- 
gage was illegal and void. The defendant denied that he lent the 
money in the course of his business as a money-lender. The action came 
on to be tried, but instead of that issue being tried, counsel on behalf 
of the defendant admitted at the bar that he must concede’jthat the 
transaction was entered into by the defendant in the course of nis 
business as a money-lender. That being so, the plaintiff is entitled to 
his declaration. But it is said on behalf of the defendant that, though 
the plaintiff is entitled to a declaration, he is only entitled to it on 
terms. It is contended, in the first place, that the court will not 
entertain an action in which the plaintiff seeks a declaration, unless he 
also asks for ancillary relief, and, in the second place, that, even if 
he is entitled to a declaration, the court ought only to make it on 
condition that he repays the money actually received with 5 per cent. 
interest. I! think that neither of th-se contentions ought to prevail. 
The plaintiff is entitled to say : ‘‘I have established certain facts, and 
I am entitled to certain relief on those facts.” He has established the 
fact that the defendant had not registered himself as a money-lender, 
and he is entitled to come to the court and ask for a declaration that 
the transaction is thereby rendered void. The plaintiff, as trustee, was 
bound to get the question determined. If any authority is necessary 
it is to be found in Société Maritime v. Venus Shipping Co. (9 Com. Caa. 
289), but apart from authority the court would be reluctant to deny 
the plaintiff a declaration unless ancillary relief were claimed. On th> 
second point I have felt some difficulty. e plaintiff asks for a declara- 
tion plainly and simply, and declines to be put upon terms to repay what 
he received with 5 per cent. interest. I have been much with 
Lodge v. National Union Investment Co. (1907, 1 Ch. 300), but the 
whole basis of that decision is that relief could only be obtained in a 
court of equity, but here the plaintiff is not seeking equitable relief 
All he asks is a declaration according to the statute, and I think I 
should be extending the principle of Lodge v. National Union Invest- 
ment (’o, unduly if I were to impose a condition of repayment in the 
present case.—Counset, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Galbraith ; Jessel, 
K.C., and J. B. Matthews. Soxicrrors, Alfred Harris & Co. ; Windy- 
bank, Samuell, & Lawrence. 


[Reported by 8S. BE, Writrams, Parrister-at-Law.] 








Re The Estate of JOSEPH CUFFE, DECEASED. FOOKS v. CUFFE. 
Joyce, J. 7th July. 

InrEstacy—Hvssanpd axp Wire—Witi—Torar Fartvre or Lecaters 
anp Executor Unper Writ—ApministraTion Wire Writ Annexep 
—Ricut or Wivow Unper tue Inrestates’ Estates Act, 1890 (58 & 
54 Vicr. c. 29), ss. 1.2. - ° 


All the legatees and the executor under a will predeceased the 
testator, but administration, with the will annexed, was granted y the 
Probate Division. The testator left a widow but no issue surviving. 

Held, that there was a total greg Cgrern the meaning of the 
Intestates’ Estates Act, 1890, and that widow was entitled to the 
benefits of the Act. 

The late Joseph Cuffe, by his will and a codicil thereto, appointed an 
executor, and maieee of his estate in favour of certain beneficiaries. 
Joseph Cuffe died in 1906, leaving a widow and no issue surviving. 
All the beneficiaries and the executor had predeceased him. In June, 
1906, administration of Joseph Cuffe’s estate and effects, with the will 
and codicil annexed, was granted to the plaintiff. The question 
before the court was whether, in the events that had happened, the 
defendant, Jessie Chisholm Guffe, was entitled to £500 under 
provisions of the Intestates’ Estates Act, 1890. By section 1 of this 
Act: ‘‘The real and personal estate of every man who shall 
intestate after the first day of September, 1890, leaving a widow but 
no issue, shall, in all eases where net value of such real and personal 
estates shall not exceed five hundred pounds, belong to his widow 
absolutely and- oceieely and = section 2: ‘‘ Where the net value 
of the real and personal estates the preceding section mentioned 
shall exceed the sum of five hundred pounds, the widow of such intes- 
tate shall be entitled to five hund pounds part thereof a 
and exclusively. *” On behalf of the next-of-kin it was 
that Joseph Cuffe was a ‘‘testator’’ and did not die intestate. 

Joyce, J., after reading the above sections of the Act, said ‘that 
Chitty, J., had held in Re T'wigg’s Estate (1892, 1 Ch. 579) that the 
Act dia not apply to a case of partial inte , but there was not a 
word in his judgment to suggest that the Act did not 
where the testator died wholly intestate. Whatever the result might be 
where all the bequests failed by the death of the beneficiaries before 
the death of the testator, and the executor survived, he (the learned 
judge) had to deal with a total failure of beneficiaries and of the 
executor. In this case the testator died wholly intestate, and therefore 
the widow wag entitled under the Act.—Counsm, C. J. Mathew and P. 
F. S. Stokes ; St. John Clerke and R. J. Neville. Soticrror, Bernard 


Arnold. 
(Reported by A, 8, Opps, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. . 9 
High Gourt—King’s Bench 
Division. 

ETHERINGTON v. LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE. ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE CO. Channell, J. 6th July. 
Insurance—Accripent Ponicr—‘‘Inrerventna  Cavse”” or Dears, 
A clause in a policy of insurance provided that “This policy onl; 
insures against ae ae a hg accident within the et 
of the policy is the direct or proximate cause thereof, but not where the 
direct or proximate cause thereof is disease or other intervening cause, 
even although the disease or other intervening cause may itself have 
been aggravated by such accident, or have been due to weakness or 

exhaustion consequent thereon, or the death accelerated thereby.” 

Held, that ‘‘ other intervening cause’’ meant some new and indepen- 
dent cause. 

Accordingly, in a case where a man fell from his horse, and so was 
wet to the skin, and the result was—his vitality being lowered—an 
onset of the pneumo-coccus, followed by pneumonia, and resulting in 
death, it was 

Held, that disease or other intervening cause was not the proximate 
cause of the death. 


Special case stated by arbitrators. The claimant was the administra- 
trix of Ambrose Herbert Etherington, deceased, and the arbitration 
was between the claimant and the respondents, an insurance company, 
with respect to a ay of insurance taken out by the deceased wi 
the respondents. By the terms of the policy the respondents undertook 
that if at any time during the continuance of said policy the 
insured should sustain any bodily injury caused by violent, accidental, 
external, and visible means, then : (a} In case such injury should within 
three calendar months from the occurrence of the accident causing such 
injury directly cause the death of the insured, to pay the legal personal 
representatives of the insured the capital sum of one thousand 
The policy further provided as follows: Provided always, and it is 
hereby as the essence of the contract agreed as follows : ““3. That this 
policy only insures against death . . , . where accident within 
the meaning of the policy is the direct or proximate cause thereof, but 
not where the direct or proximate cause thereof is disease or other 
intervening cause, even although the disease or other intervening cause 
may itself have been aggravated by such accident, or have been due to 
weakness or exhaustion consequent thereon, or i 
thereby.”’ From the 26th of January until the 29th of January, 1 
the insured suffered from influenza; but the arbitrators found as a 
fact that he had on or before the 13th of Fe com 
recovered from the illness and from its after effects. On the 13th of 
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- February, 1907, the insured went hunting. He drove to the meet in an 
open dogcart a distance of some nine miles. The day was cold and 
windy, but the insured was amply clothed and accustomed to exposure, 
and the arbitrators found as a fact that he suffered no ill-effects from 
the drive. Hounds began drawing at 11.30 a.m., very shortly after 
the insured arrived, and they found shortly before 12 midday. The 
arbitrators found as a fact that insured suffered no ill-effects during the 
interval between his arrival at the meet and the commencement of the 
run. At about 12.30 p.m. the insured, while endeavouring to jump his 
horse over a fence, in which a strand of wire was concealed, was 
violently thrown to the ground upon the far side of the fence, which 
was a few feet lower than the side from which he took off. He fell 
upon his left shoulder and side. The ground was very wet, and the 
arbitrators found as a fact that he was wet to the skin by the fall. 
They also found as a fact that as the result of the fall the insured 
suffered no trauma or wound to the body or lung, but that he did 
suffer a severe shock to the nervous system, whereby the general 
vitality of his body was impaired. After the fall the insured remounted 
his horse and rode towards home. He was overtaken as soon as possible 
by his second horse, on which he then continued his journey home at a 
trot, where he arrived at about 2 p.m. The arbitrators found as a fact 
that to ride home in the way he did was, in the circumstances, the 
course least likely to aggravate the effects of the accident, and was 
rendered inevitable by it. The effect of the shock from which he 
suffered was to lower his general vitality, and the effect of the ride 
home in his then condition was to lower his vitality still further. The 
cumulative effect of both these causes, but not the effect of either 
exclusively of the other, was to lower the general vitality of his body to 
an extent which made the onset of the pneumo-coccus possible, and the 
arbitrators found that onset thereupon took place one-and-a-half hours 
after the accident. The pneumo-coccus is the germ which causes the 
disease known as pneumonia. The course of this disease the arbitrators 
found upon the evidence to be as follows :—The pneumo-coccus is 
generally present in the respiratory tracts of the normally healthy, but 
remains innocuous by reason of the resisting power of the body, and of 
the lung in particular. If the vitality of the lung is lowered, either 
directly and locally, by physical injury to it, or indirectly by the 
eneral vitality of the body being lowered, the resisting power of the 
ung, together with that of the other organs, is impaired, and so con- 
tinues until the vitality is restored. When the resisting power is 
impaired the pneumo-coccus is enabled to settle upon the lungs, and 
while it remains impaired to multiply there. The onset of the 
pheumo-coccus is contemporaneous with the lowered vitality, but 
pneumonia does not supervene until the germs have multiplied 
sufficiently. If the vitality remains impaired these germs will so 
multiply, but if the vitality recovers before they have done so, they 
will not multi Vy so as to cause the condition recognized as pneumonia. 
On the 14th of February the assured, against the opinion of his medical 
attendant, being still in great pain, took a journey occupying one hour 
and a half by train to London. He then transacted his business until 
oh ered when he developed the first physical sign of pneumonia. The 
anbitrators found as a fact that he was by é p-m. on the 14th of 


ene twenty-nine and a half hours after the accident, suffering 
y 


from fully-developed pneumonia, from which he died on the 20th of 
February. The journey to London and a day’s work in the condition in 
which he then was tended to—and the arbitrators found as a fact that 
they did—impair still further his vitality, and diminish his resistance 
to the pneumo-cocci, so increasing the severity of the attack. The 
question for the opinion of the court was whether the death of the 
insured was caused in such a manner as to entitle the claimant to 
payment of the sum insured by the policy. 

CHANNELL, J., said that he had to consider what was meant by the 
words in this clause—the words ‘‘ intervening cause ’’—when read in 
connection with the words ‘‘ proximate cause,’’ and to determine 
whether, in this case, the death of Mr. Etherington was due to an 
‘““intervening cause.” In his opinion, ‘‘other cause intervening ”’ 
meant some new and independent cause. In this case the pneumonia 
arose through the wetting, which was part of the accident, and though 
the point was a fine one, in his opinion, the proximate cause of the 
death was not a new and independent cause. He should have had no 
difficulty but for the last words of the clause : ‘‘ Although the disease 
cor other intervening cause may have been due to weakness 
or exhaustion consequent thereon’? (the accident) ‘‘or the 
death accelerated thereby.” In his opinion, ‘other  inter- 
vening cause’’ meant something new, and not something to which 
everybody was subject. The special findings of the case brought the 
death within the terms of the policy, and he must give judgment for 
the claimant.—Counser, Dickens, K.C., and Lyttleton Chubb; McCall 
K.C..and J. D. Crawford. Soxicirors, Pritchard, Englefield & Co. ° 
Whitehouse, Etherington & Ca. nee 


[Reported by C. G. MORAN, Barrister-at-Law.} 








A ball was given at Gray’s-inn on Friday in last week. The guests 
who numbered nearly 450, were received in the old hall by the 
Treasurer, Mr. H. E. Duke, K.C., and Mrs. Duke. About 12,000 
Toses were festooned in the hall, rambler roses filling the embrasures 
of the windows, and baskets of roses serving to attract the eye to the 
hammer-beams of the oaken roof, from which they were suspended. 
The gardens were beautifully illuminated, and the famous catalpa, 
which Sir Francis Bacon planted, was indicated by a path picked 
out by fairy lamps. 





Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING 


THe annual general meeting of the Law Society was held at ths 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 10th inst., the President, 
Mr. E. K. Brytn (London), taking the chair. The following members 
of the Council were present :—Mr. James Samuel Beale (vice-president), 
Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. Thomas William 
Bischoff, My. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. William Edward Foster 
(Aldershot), Sir Edward Henry Fraser, D.C.L. (Nottingham), Mr. Samuel 
Garrett, Mr. William Edward Gillett, Sir John Edward Gray Hill 
(Liverpool), Mr. John Waller Hills, M.P., Sir John Hollams, Mr. William 
George King, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Thomas 
Rawle, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., Mr. Walter Trower 
Mr, Edward Francis Turner, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, and Lord 
Wolverhampton (Wolverhampton), and the following extraordinary 
members :—Mr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford), Mr. Charles Henry 
Morton (Liverpool), and Mr. R. A. Pinsent (Birmingham), with Mr. 
S. P. Bucknill (assistant secretary), and Mr. E. R. Cook (clerk to the 
committees). 

The PRESIDENT said he was very glad to have the opportunity of 
being with the members again. He extremely regretted that an unfor- 
tunate accident had led to his being absent for some time from the 
duties of his office. He was very much obliged for the consideraticn 
which had been shown him by the society. 


Honours EXAMINATION. 


The Prestpent distributed the prizes and certificates of merit, which 
were awarded at the honours examination in March, as follows :—First 
class: Mr. Clifford Hicks Butler, B.A. (Oxon.), Norwich. Second 
class, in alphabetical order : Mr. Ernest Frank Churchill, Reading ; Mr. 
Junius Minett Cope, Tamworth; Mr. Thomas Greaves, Chesterfieid ; 
Mr. William Edward Leonard Shenton, Winchester; and Mr. 
Frederick Bentley Turner, LL.B. (Lond.), Colchester. Third class, in 
alphabetical order : Mr. Percy George Eager, Tunbridge Wells; Mr. 
William Ashcroft Lambert, York; and Mr. Hugh Cecil Talbot, LL.B. 
(Lond.), Steyning. The Council accordingly gave class certificates, and 
awarded the following prizes of books—to Mr. Butler, the Clement’s- 
inn prize, value about £10, and the Daniel Reardon prize, value about 
20 guineas ; to Mr. Thomas Clifford Jones, Wakefield, the John Mackrell 
prize, value about £12. The Council gave class certificates to the 
candidates in the second and third classes. 


PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. James Samuel Beale, Great George-street, Westminster, was 
elected president, and Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, New-court, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, vice-president of the society for the ensuing year. 


Exection To Covunctt. 

The following gentlemen had been nominated as candidates for 
election on the Council :—*Mr. Henry Attlee, *Mr. Charles Mylne 
Barker, *Mr. Thomas William Bischoff, Mr. John James Dumville 
Botterell, Mr. Sydney Brain (Reading), Mr. Alfred Henry Coley 
(Birmingham), *Mr. Frank Dawes, Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr. 
Walter Dowson, Mr. John Joseph Faulkner, LL.D (Northampton), Mr. 
Frank Brinsley Harper (of the firm of Messrs. Lumley & Lumley), 
*Mr. Thomas Marshall (Leeds), Mr. Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham, Mr. 
William Worship Paine, *Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, D.C.L., LL.D., Mr. 
Richard Stephens Taylor, and *Mr. Arthur Wightman (Sheffield). 

The PRESIDENT said there were thirteen vacancies on the Council, 
including the vacancies caused by retirements and death. 

The Vice-Presipent said he held in his hand a request from Mr. 
Faulkner, of Northampton, to withdraw his nomination, and also a 
request from Mr. Sydney Brain to withdraw his name from the list. 

The Presipent : I am informed that Mr. Dibdin wishes to withdraw. 

Mr. R. W. Drsprw (London) : That is so, Mr. President. 

The PRestpent said there were now fourteen names proposed to fill 
the thirteen vacancies, so that unless some other name was withdrawn 
he would have to declare the necessary arrangements for the election 
of the Council by voting papers. 

A Member asked whether it was possible to get one of the candidates 
to withdraw. It was a great expense to put the society to in havinga 
poll. Now that the nomination of candidates was conducted by @ 
committee of the Conncil and members of the society, surely it was 
invidious and an unnecessary expense. 

Mr. Cuartes Forp (London) suggested that if one of the retiring 
members of the Council weuld withdraw, that would put an end to the 
difficulty. 

The Presipent said he thought it a great pity to put the society to 
the expense, but they were bound by the rules, and he was afraid it 
could not be helped. It would be necessary that the meeting should 
adjourn at the conclusion of the business to the 27th of the month. 
Voting papers would be sent out, and the meeting would be held for 
the purpose of receiving the scrutineers’ report. -He would ap i 
as scrutineers following five gentlemen, who had consented to act :— 
Mr. W. J. Fraser, Mr. R. H. Chillcott, Mr. G. E. C. Maconochie, Mr. 
G. A. Whitfield, and Mr. R C. Atkinson. 


®* The candidates marked with an asterisk are retiring members of the Council. 
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AvDIToRs. 


The names of the following gentlemen had been proposed as auditors 
of the society’s accounts :—Mr. J. 8. Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. E. 
D’Aguilar E. Jukes, and Mr. Henry Seely. 

The PRESIDENT said that by the bye-law it was provided that one of 
them should be a public accountant. 

A MEMBER suggested that as there was a notice of motion on the 
paper of business dealing with the subject of the auditors that should 
now be taken. 

The PRESIDENT said there was no power to alter the bye-laws which 
regulated the proceedings. So long as they were unaltered the meeting 
was bound by them. 

Mr. Forp asked if the members of the society who had been 
nominated as auditors had had any experience of accounts. 

The PRESIDENT said that one of them kad acted as the society’s 
auditor for one year, but the other was new to the society. He then 
declared the candidates duly elected. 


Socrery’s Accounts. 


The PRESIDENT moved that the accounts of receipts and expenditure 
be received and adopted. 

Mr. Forp said it was the old story with regard to the apportion- 
ment of the revenue for the general purposes of the society, and that 
received for the purposes of the articled clerks. He must admit that 
during the last forty years there had been a slow improvement in 
the position of things. When he had complained that the articled 
clerks’ fund was debited with so large a portion of the general 
expenses, he had always been met with the argument that two of the 
judges many years ago had said that this was properly done, so that 
no alteration could be made. He called attention to the item, “‘ Enter- 
tainments after each examination and Council luncheons for the year 
£1,009 4s. 4d.,”’ which was rather a large amount, but they might 
congratulate themselves that it was £132 less than on a revent occasion. 
These convivialities were most excellent things, but why should they 
not have one thoroughly good entertainment once a year, by which they 
would probably save £600? “ Postages and sundries” were put down 
for £1,000 13s. 9d. He was quite sure that a public accountant would 
have been down upon that, and he would never pass it. Then ‘‘ Law 
and Parliamentary expenses, including costs divoed by committee 
under Solicitors Act, 1888, and proceedings with reference to important 
measures in Parliament,’’ stood at £3,173 Os. 8d. How much of that 
tremendous amount had been allowed as costs out of the funds? They 
could not afford to be so liberal. Then the articled clerks’ account 
was charged nearly £800 for their proportion of the “‘ rates, taxes, &c.”’ 
Then out of the considerable revenue of the articled clerks’ account, 
amounting to thousands of pounds, the Council had only expended 
£220 17s. 10d. for prizes, exclusive, of course, of those under the 

rize fund, with which the general funds had nothing whatever to do. 

he society ought to know definitely how much was contributed in the 

shape of grants to the country law societies for the promotien of legal 

education. That ought to be set out in the accounts. It was not for 

at gaa of the society to have to come to the hall and search the 
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Mr. Watter Trower (chairman of the Finance Committee) said that 
was stated in the annual report. 

Mr. Forp said that ‘‘in the present year the total sum voted by the 
Council towards this purpose amounted to £2,150.’’ He thought this 
was the first occasion when the Council had given the members this 
information. 

The Presipent said he would ask the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee to answer Mr. Ford’s remarks. 

Mr. Trower accordingly said that with regard to the entertain- 
ments after examinations, that item was £163 8s. 9d. less than last 
year; the average was about the usual sum. The year before a dinner 
was given to the solicitors who were members of Parliament. No such 
dinner was given last year, and that accounted for the difference. As 
regarded ‘‘ postages and sundries,’’ there was an increase in that amount 
of £230, which was owing to the extra number of polls in connection 
with various questions submitted to the society, and the increase was 
mainly due to that reason. With regard to “law-and Parliamentar 
expenses,’’ those expenses were mainly incurred in connection with 
the work of the Discipline Committee, and in regard to that the 
Council received back from Government £2,500. The expenditure was 
not in excess of the average of former years. As to “ prizes,’? the 
£220 17s. 10d. for prizes was contributed by the society out of their 
funds as distinguished from the articled clerks’ account, and distinct 
from the given by trusts. From carefully examining the whole 
question, he was inclined to think that the society gave enough prizes. 
A great many scholarships and prizes were given, and he did not think 
it was desirable to increase them. That was his own individual 
opinion. With regard to the balance of income over expenditure being 
less, it was difficult, without very carefully analyzing all the items of 
expenditure, to state the reason, except that there were sometimes in 
connection with the house, or expenditure on extra grants or student- 
ships, some increases. Sometimes there was increased expenditure in 
these respects—sometimes it was diminished. But the whole accounts 
‘were very carefully checked, and were audited by a professional auditor, 
who made a weekly audit. Then there was an annual audit in addition. 
Every payment was submitted to the Finance Committee, and passed 
by them once a week. 

A Memper said it was not quite clear to him how the society stood 
with regard to the loan. He asked how much was paid off every year. 


‘ 


Mr. Trower said that £6,000 had been paid to the insurance 
pany, which represented £3,000 of last year’s saving rg 
this. The payments happened to follow. One was made in Jat 
and one in December last year. The expense of the additional bi 
and of furnishing it, and the total expenditure connected with . 
rearrangement of the building, had been paid for with the exception 
£19,000, which was the only debt on the building. 
The accounts were then adopted. 
Annvat Rerort.—TERRITORIAL ARMY. 


The PRESIDENT moved that the annual report be received, approved, 
and entered in the minutes. He said they were all aware that there 
had been a change in the military system of the nation, and that 
the volunteers had been converted into a army, and rules 
had been made by the Government for the purpose of requiring ® 
certain annual period of traiming—he believed the smallest limit was 
eight days—of those who were able to take part in the Territorial or 
home army. The Council knew that some of their members and 4 
very large number of their clerks were desirous of giving their support 
as citizens to this institution. Therefore the Council wished to 
to all members of the society to give every facility to their clerks to 
comply with the request of the for War, in order that the 
Government object and the formation of a Territorial Army might be 
thoroughly successful. Passing to the subjects dealt with in the 
annual report, the great majority of them were simply records of what 
had been done by the Council, and what had taken place during the 
past year, 


a 


‘ 
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Lanp TRANSFER. 

But he would like to refer to the subject of Nee aarp land regis- 
tration. They had the assurance of the Lord Chancellor that in accord- 
ance with the appeal of the London County Council to the Govern- 
ment, which the Council had some share in obtaining, in conjunction 
with the City, a commission would be appointed to inquire into the 
working of the Act, and his lordship hoped that the report would be 
made before the end of the year. But they had not heard anything 
since, and he could only say he hoped the matter would proceed in 
the ordinary way, and that common-serse might be brought to bear 
upon this question of the compulsory registration of title. 


GAVELKIND, ETC, 


A subject which was referred to in the report was that of the altera- 
tion and repeal of the vast number of special customs effecting land 
which existed. They were all aware that besides the rules affecting 
land which applied to the great bulk of the kingdom there were 
certain customs, such as gavelkind in Kent, Borough English, burgage 
tenures, and some others, in which there was very great clashing, and 
sometimes great difficulty in identifying what was the custom of the 
particular piece of land. It had been dealt with by a member of the 
society some two years ago, in a very interesting paper, and the Council 
had taken steps to inquire into it, as it was the very i 
danger to the profession. Very often if solicitors were unaware of 
these customs thoy were exposed to an action for damages. The 
Council thought the attention of the Government should be drawn to 
the matter, in order that the rules affecting land, as regarded the 
whole of the country, should be put on the same footing. 


County Courts. 
The County Courts Bill had been before Parliament, and this led 
up to a very important amendment of the law, which might spring 
out of the spirit which the Lord Chancellor had shewn with to 
reform. The Lord Chancellor made a speech on the 17th of March, 
1907, in which he said that for his part he was a Jaw reformer, and 
his predecessor, Lord Halsbury, was a very considerable law reformer, 
and was most anxious to see the courts of his country made efficient 
business instruments, so that they should be able to say to suitors,“ If 
you come to-morrow we will hear you the day after.” They all knew 
the frightful delays that took place, and how, month after month, their 
clients were waiting for their judgments, and the importance of expe- 
diting matters, and, in fact, the Government passed last session 
a resolution in the Houre—an Act was not necessary—for appointing an 
additional judge. On that occasion the Lord Chancellor made these 
remarks. He said that the ideal to be aimed at was a condition of 
things which would ensure that there should be no arrears of business 
in any division of the High Court. In many instances a delay of 
justice was equivalent to a denial of justice, and i wes-0 curr taneane 
able thing that there should be long lists of umheard cases. It was 
clear —- that the Lord Chancellor was a thorough reformer, and 
most desirous of improving matters. me Se Oe peer | ion of our 
legal judicature there were two systems, one idation of all 
the Supreme Courts, the Act for which was in 1873, and the 
County Courts Act of 1846, originally passed as the Small Debts Act, 
up to £20, and which had now been increased by the exertions of his 
colleague on the Council, Sir Albert Rollit, to £100, and with the 
aa of equitable jurisdiction to £500, and in Admiralty matters.te 
, to ban , transfer from the High Court, under the Agi 
cultural Holdings Act and the Workmen’s Com ion Act, so th 
there were two systems side by side. In the High Court, where. 
commencement of an action was le, the writ was 
issued with an of what was claimed ras i 
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the deferce disallowed. In the County Court it was necessary to make a 
rather elaborate affidayit in verification of the claim on a default 
summons before judgment could be obtained by default. Therefore 
there were two quite different systems of originating an action, and 
that for the poor man’s court was the more elaborate and lengthy. 
But when one came to deal with the fees, those which were payable 
in the County Court were altogether out of proportion in the poor 
man’s court as compared with those payable in the rich man’s court, the 
High Court. Let them take, for example, the fees that were necessary 
on a judgment by default, including execution. The costs of the writ, 
the judgment, the execution, and the warrant were in the High Court 
jvst. about one-third of what they were in the County Court, so that 
if proceedings were taken for the recovery of a debt of £19 10s. in the 
County Court, hearing, judgment and execution were £4 10s., 
nearly one-fourth of the debt; whilst in the High Court the costs 
would be only £1 10s., so that in the poor man’s court three times 
the amount would have to be paid in the country for its justice, as 
compared with the rich man’s court. He cowld hardly understand how 
such a state of affairs could be sanctioned by the present Government. 
But the curious thing was that remedies had been suggested first by 
the commission of 1872, and afterwards bv the Act itself, which would 
put an end to it. The Commission of 1872, under which the consolida- 
tion of the courts into the Supreme Court was effected, recommended, 
assuming that the consolidation of all the old courts, the Queen’s Bench, 
the Exchequer, and the Common Pleas, and the other courts took 
place, that the County Courts should he annexed to and 
form constituent parts or branches of the High Court of Justice. 
They gave various reasons for this change, and said that in their 
opinion facilities should ‘he given for the removal, transfer, and proper 
trial of cases and proceedings. The report said, “ Assuming, in accord- 
ance with our previovs recommendations, that there will be effected a 
consolidation of all the superior courts into a single great court of 
civil judicature, the Supreme Court of Justice, which will contain 
within ¢tself the elements of all the original jurisdiction now vested in 
exch and all of the courts to be consolidated, we recommend that 
the County Conrts shovld be annexed to and form parts or branches 
of the proposed High Court of Justice. This would at once put an 
end to many of the anomalies. inequalities and division of jurisdiction 
ahove adverted to, and to the uncertainty, expense and delay to 
which litigants are now exposed from courts acting on conflicting 
rules. All original jurisdiction being centred in and exercised deri- 
vatively from the High Court. the extent and mode of its exercise 
would simply be a question of ¢cistribution. Facilities would be given 
for the removal, transfer, and proper trial of causes and proceedings, due 
regard being had to the circumstances of the case and the wishes of the 
litigants. It would no longer he necessary to reserve separate forms of 
procedure, and it would be possible to provide final decisions of common 
law. equity, Admiralty and hank demands by means of a uniform, 
simple procedure common to all jurisdictions.” The Judicature Amend- 
ment Act, in its preamble, declared ‘ That it is expedient that the 
juriediction of the County Courts should be exercised as far as con- 
veniently may be in a manner similar to that of the Hich Court in 
the like cases®; so that actually here was Parliament itself laying 
down the opinion that these two systems should be assimilated. and 
vet, nothing had been done. If they were assimilated there would be 
the very greatest simplicity, and a reduction in expense and trouble. 
and he ventured to hope that this important reform, which would be 
to the great benefit of the whole of the neorle, would be considered by 
the Lord Chancellor and brought before the Government. 

The Vice-Prestpent (Mr. J. 8. Beale, London) seconded the 
motion. 

THe vate Mr. Warr. 


Sir Jonn Gray Hirt (Liverpool), a member of the Council. said that 
before a general discussion took place on the report he should like to 
say a few words in reference to a deceased member of the society, and 
on the subject of legal education, in which the late Mr. A. F. Warr, 
of Livérpool, of whom he was speaking. had been greatly interested. Mr. 
Warr had been at one time an extraordinary member of the Council, and 
for a good many years a member for one of the divisions of Liverpool 
in the House of Commons. He had always taken a deep interest in 
legal education. He was a man of the highest honour and distinction, 
who won the affection of his professional brethren, and of his cliente, 
and of the general community of the City of Liverpool. He died 
suddenly in March last. and it was a strange thing that he was the 
sixth ex-president of the Liverpool Law Society to fall down dead 
within the last eighteen months. So dear was he to the community of 
Liverpool that his friends proposed that a memorial should be insti- 
tuted for him, and knowing his wishes that memorial was to take the 
form of a law lectureship attached to the University of Liverpool. A 
law chair was already established at the University, to which Mr. 
Warr’s firm had contributed the handsome sum of £1,000. So highly 
was Mr. Warr thought of that he had been offered a great distinction, 
that. of being himself the Vice-Ohancellor of the University of Liverpool. 
And he (Sir John Gray Hill) was delighted to observe, from the notice 
which had gone out with reference to the provincial meeting. that Mr. 
Alderman Beale, the brother of the Vice-president of the society, occu- 
vied that high office in connection with the Universitv of Birmingham 
He was also surethe meeting would be glad to hear that. the sum snb- 
scribed amongst the friends of Mr. Warr before the invitation generally 


to the public to subscribe went forth was over £3,000. £5,000 was 








required to establish the law lectureship, and he thought there was 
no doubt that sum would be reached. In addition to that there would 
be a personal memorial of Mr. Warr, and any balance would go toa 
charity in which he had been deeply interested. He (Sir John Gray 
Hill) did not like this occasion to pass without bearing h‘s testimony 
vo the eninent qualities of Mr. Warr as a member of the profession, 
end as an honouralie man. 
TERRITORIAL ARMY. 


He should like to say one word with reference to another matter 
which the President had mentioned at the beginning of his address, 
that was their duty as employers with regard to the Territorial Army. 
They knew that in Lancashire, Yorkshire, and Northumberland a good 
supply of men had come forward voluntarily for the Territorial Army, 
and the employers and manufacturers had done that which the president 
had asked them to do—namely, to give the necessary facilities for 
their clerks attending the required training, which, he was glad to 
say, mony other emnlovers in the North had already agreed to do. 
But in London and the Home Counties the number had fallen very far 
short of what it ought to be. Now, solicitors had a great deal of 
influence with the younger members of their branch of the profession 
(the articled clerks in their offices), and he trusted they would all work 
together towards making the Territorial Army, as far as they could, a 
success. 

Mr. J. 8S. Rustnstetn (London) said that following the remarks which 
had just been made hv Sir John Grav Hill, he might nerhaps be permitted 
to make a suggestion with regard to the Territorial Army, which, it 
occurred to him, was of a practical nature—namely, that the War 
Authorities should communicate with all the employers of labour, send- 
ing them forms which they could exhibit in their warehouses and 
offices, intimating that the principals were prepared to consider any 
request by employés to be nermitted to join the force. If these were 
exhibited in the various offices he thought the employés would have 
any doubt removed from their minds which might exist as to whether 
the application by them for the necessary leave would possibly affect 
their relations with their principals They knew that clerks and other 
emplovés had to be very careful, and they might hesitate to prefer a 
request that they might be allowed to join the Army for fear the 
ovportnnity might be taken of dispensing with their services. He 
thought that if his suggestion were carried out, it might have a very 
beneficial result. ; 

































Lanp TRANSFER ACT. 


He wished to make an observation on the report, more particularly 
with regard to that part of it which related to the subject of land 
transfer, and he was bound to admit that he read it with a feeling of 
disappointment. The reference was as follows :—‘‘ The Scottish Com- 
mission, appointed in May, 1906, to consider the question of registra- 
tion of title in Scotland, has held several sittings during the year. 
Evidence was given at the instance of the Council by Mr. Cherry and 
Mr. Cyvrian Williams, members of the conveyancing bar. and Mr. ©. 
M. Barker, a member of the Council, and also by Mr. C. F. J. 
Jennings, a member of the society, on behalf of the City of London, 
and Mr. J. S. Rubinstein. also a member of the society, all tending to 
show that the working of the Acts in England had been a failure, and 
that no advantage had accrued or was likely to accrue from registra- 
tion. The Commissioners have not so far reported. Towards 
the end of 1907 the Conncil were informed that the Tondon 
Countv Council were prepared to receive a deputation from the Council 
regarding the failure of the working of the Acts in London. A deputa- 
tion attended accordingly, and as a result of the representations then 
made the London County Council requested the Lord Chancellor to 
direct an inquiry into the warking of the Acts in London. The Lord 
Chancellor subsequently replied that he was prepared to direct an 
inquiry as requested, and that the inquiry would probably be by Royal 
Commission. and would take place in time to enable the Commission 
to make their report during the present year. No Commission has yet 
been appointed, and it is to be hoped that the evidence given in 
Enelend hefore the Scottish Commission and their renort will be 
published in time to be available for use by the English Commission.” 
That practically told them that something had hapnened, but there was 
no indication whatever of what the Tand Transfer Committee were 
proposing to do in order to deal with the subject. The very fact that 
they referred to what had happened certainly called to his mind what 
he thought the Council might have done to have brought the present 
nosition of matters into a far more satisfactory state than they were. 
The Scottish Committee was ampointed. as was stated, in May, 1906, 
more than two years ago, and to-day it did not seem as if they were 
any nearer getting any result from that Commission than they were at 
the beginning. It was true that, after about eighteen or nineteen 
months, the Commission had taken evidence in London, when he was 
examined last December, and reference was made to the fact that 
certain gentlemen were examined, but it was rather a curious instance 
of want of perception, if he might so put it, on the nart of the 
Council that the evidence he had given was not printed. He was the 
first. witness called, and his evidence extended over the whole of the 
first dav ond nart of the srecond. That evidence. unfortunately. wea” 
not printed, though the evidence given by other witnesses was prin 
at the instance of the society. It would be realised that evidence which 
was imnortant, would be more valuable when printed, and it could 
dealt. with and circulated, and the Council had had the opportunity of ~ 
printing the evidence he proposed to give, but they had left it to 
to prepare it in the best way he could. Perhaps that might be 
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isolated instance of the way things were managed by the society, but 
unfortunately it did not stand alone. Before leaving the Scotch Com- 
mission he did not know whether the members had noticed that on 
Wednesday last the Commission suddenly turned up in London and 
began to take further evidence. He was very much startled, because 
he had thought he was keeping in touch with what was going on. He 
had reason to believe that the Council knew no more of the fact that 
the Commission was going to sit than he had. It was certainly very 
desirable, had they known it, to have had someone there to hear what 
was coing on. He believed that the Council were quite in the dark as 
to what took place, and if there was any evidence given. That was not 
keeping in touch with the subject in the way one would expect from 
the Council, and it was allowing things to drift in a way which was 
very objectionable. He suggested that the Council should press for a 
report from the Scottish Commission. They had had the matter under 
consideration for two years, and there were means open to the Council 
to bring that about. A question or two, judiciously framed, and put by 
one of their friends in Parliament, would do a grest deal. He ventured 
to think the whole subject of the Scottish Commission should be care- 
fully investigated. Mr. Brickdale was one of the Commissioners. Here 
was a Commission with influences at work which they could readily 
realize, taking evidence in camera—because they would not let a word 
be reported—on a subject of great importance and public interest. 
With rerard to the deputation which had attended before the London 
County Council there was a unique opportunity for the Council to 
put the case in a practical shape before that important body. It should 
be remembered that it was owing to the influence of the London 
County Council and by their vote that the system was allowed to come 
into compulsory operation in London, and consequently any representa- 
tion from them to the effect that the system was not satisfactory, or 
that there was necessity for inquiry, would not be ignored by the 
authorities. The Council were invited to send their deputation, and 
one would have thought there would have been no difficulty in selecting 
a practical working solicitor from amongst their body who could have 
spoken as to the views of London in a way which would have brought 
conviction to the minds of those who heard them. Instead of adopting 
this ordinary common-sense view of the matter, the Council had gone 
out of their way to instruct a member of the bar to reprerent the 
society. He was not saying a word against the particular individual 
who had been selected; they could not have made a more admirable 
choice, assuming it desirable to go to the bar. He, of course, would 
bring it forward from the point of view of the Council. but he did not 
come in touch with the actual working of the Council. He (Mr. Rubin 
stein) repeated that it was an opportunity lost-which might take a long 
time to regain. That he was not speaking without proper regard to the 
circumstances was evident from a resolution which was afterwards 
adopted by the London County Council. Instead of asking that the 
inquiry should be extended, as to whether or not the system was really 
desirable or working successfully, the County Council passed the 
following resolution : ‘‘ That in the opinion of the Conncil it is desirable 
that an inquiry should be instituted into the. working of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, with a view to its amendment in such direction ar 
may be found, as the result of such inquiry, to be desirable, and that a 
communication to this effect be made to the Lord Chancellor.”” Of 
course, the matter could not be allowed to rest, and it would be 
remembered that he had brought forward a resolution at the last 
general meeting to the effect that the Council should represent to the 
higher authorities the desirability of the reference to the Commission 
being made wider, so as to enable them to consider the whole subject. 
and whether the system was workable or desirable. That resolution 
was passed unanimously, and it had the assent of the Council. On 
turning up the report to see what was done he found no reference 
whatever to that most important resolution. They were faced with the 
position that the previous Lord Chancellor and the present Lord Chan- 
cellor both asserted repeatedly that the new Land Registry of Titles 
Act was a wonderful improvement upon Lord Cairns’ system. They 
had stated that, and they had as a result brought the land registry 
into existence, and put up an immense building in Lincoln’s-inn-fielde 
at an expense to the public of £265,000. They had followed that up 
by the appointment of 250 officials for working the office, and they 
had to extort fees from the dealers with property in London to the 
extent of £50,000 or £60.000 a year. Having tied themselves to the 
statement that it was such a wonderful system and such a marvellous 
improvement, it was no doubt a difficult thing even for a Lord Chan- 
cellor to say he had made a mistake, and though everybody recognized 
that the system had broken down, nothing was done. Solicitors had to 
go through the miserable farce of taking their documents to the registry 
and paying heavy fees without anything in return. Surely this was a 
practical matter. There were twenty members of the Land Transfer 
Committee. He did not know what they were doing, but. he really 
did suggest that there should be some means of forcing the authorities 
to sift this matter seriously. As the meeting was aware, notwithrtand- 
ing these very heavy fees that were drawn from the pockets of the 
unfortunate dealers in land in London, the office had been carried on at 
a loss of from £9,000 to £10,000 a year, which had to be met from the 
public funds. He would not go into the question why the outside 
public should be asked to maintain a system which nobody wanted 
except the officials. He had heard it suggested with some authority 
that with the view of making up this deficiency, it was proposed to 
mereese the fees. They were already enormously high, and had to be 
paid in addition to the fees paid under Lord Cairns’ system. Now 
wey were contemplating making it eyen more expensive. The society 

one representative on the Rule Committee, and he thought it would 


be a perfect scandal if that ay oe age ay sanctioned a revision of the 
rules in this direction. bin what had happened before. 

knew that the Lord Chancellor claimed supreme authority as 

the rules, although the Act said he was to act on the advice with 
the assistance of the Rule Committee. The late Lord Chancellor had 
read that as meaning that if the advice suited him he might act. upon 
it, but the present Lord Chancellor might deal’ with the matter in a 
different way. But he urged that the society’s representative on the 
Rule Committee should not be a party to such action. He felt very 
strongly in the matter. There was not a day when the subject was not 
brought prominently under his notice by his clients, who were irritated 
beyond measure. But other members of the profession who suffered 
spoke to him with reference to the matter as the only man they knew 
who was interested in the subject. At such times he wished he could 
say, ‘‘ Why don’t you write to the Council of the Law Society?” But 
he did not wish to say what their reply would be. He did not think 
when they came to discuss the matter that there was any real difference 
of opinion between the Council and himself. The only difference was 
that he was in favour of moving in every ible way; while the 
Council seemed to think it was a matter which might be allowed to 
rest. 

Mr. Forp said the report for the first time gave a list of the 
committees of the Council, and he found that the bulk of the work 
was done by the London members, The time had manifestly come when 
a metropolitan society must be established, which would deal with 

n questions, the Council would then have more time to deal 
with questions which affected not only London, but the whole of the 
country. He was inclined to think that Mr. Rubinstein might fairly 
argue that if a metropolitan society existed it would deal with the 


matter of compulsory registration as that affected London. 
Having criticized a n of matters in’ the report: he 
said that the luncheon rooms shewed a dead: loss. Sir Henry 


Fowler, now Lord pet when he was president, said that 
if it was found there was a it would be put a stop to, but that 
had not been done. If the Council wanted to make the luncheon rooms 
useful to the members, and le as well, they should call in a 
caterer who would give them all they wanted at reasonable prices, and 
make a good thing for himself out of it. He did not believe the 
changes in the method of: selecting candidates would prove beneficial. 
but they would have the old house list as before. He hoped they would 
go on having contested elections, and he had been very glad that at the 
last election two of the old members of the Council had not been 
elected. It was a thing which had not happened for years. As to the 
society’s system of education, there was room for improvement. Only 
about a quarter of the men who were articled every year made use 
of it. The Council ed in the report that nothing had been done 
about the School of Law. Why did not they touch up Sir Robert 
Finlay and get him to do something, and if he would not, why did 
not they go to someone else, instead of merely deploring the fact that 
Sir Robert Finlay did nothing? There was a complaint about. the 
Judicature Rules Committee Bill, which had been blocked 

of Commons, after passing the Lords last year. The society wanted 
two practising solicitors on the committee. He thought the position of 
the Council was one in which they. were entitled to pet their foot down 
and be a little more “firm. The time had come when they ought to 
be heard more than had been the case. He did not agree with what 
had been said about the Territorial Army, and believed that. if the old 
— had been left alone all the men that were required would be 


Sir Atpert Rotirt, member of the Council, said that Mr. Ford had 
said, not for the first time, that. there were members of the Council 
who would like to pass the report sub silentio. That was incorrect 
not intentionally incorrect of course. And for himself he said that 
these debates, though in some cases a good deal of time was 
little or no purpose, nevertheless did good. . He was glad the President 
had referred to the Territorial Army. Mr. Ford had said that was 
the first time apparently that. the Council had ever taken an interest, 
in the subject. He (Sir Albert Rollit) thought that some of 
present were probably aware—and more would remember—that 
during his presidency, and with the co-operation of Sir John Gray 
Hill, the secretary had entertained those men who had not only 
Volunteers, but had actually fought in the fray in those darkest days 
for England in the time of the Boer War, when we had an illustration 
and example that everyone connected with the. profession 
his duty to the State in time of peace that he might be 
do it also in time of war, and to help to defend the count: 
John Gray Hill and he had taken the opportunity of 
each of those gentlemen medals recording 
entertained by the society in the Hall, and numbe 
since how greatly had appreciated the compliment, 
much ~ Council had —_ to repay them for ee they - 
gone, and in many cases great sacrifices th made. He 
that was some vindication of the Council. “uf mam 

The President had done him the honour of associating his name with 
the county court. With the very great practical help of a former presi- 
dent (Mr. Ellett) he had done what he could in the matter, and he: 
ventured to think benefit to the profession had resulted. The president 
had referred to the proceedings of 1872. and 1881, 
had gone under the bridges since then, and if they would allow him to 
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speak, with deference to the President, what he said would shew that 
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the. members of the Council sometimes differed 
and criticized. the actions of one another. He venture 
gay a direct line had been taken for the increase of jurisdiction in the 
County Courts, and that was the right line which legislation should 
take, _And if they began now to talk again of merging the County 
Courts into the High Court they would submerge in the end the tribunal 
in which solicitors had audience and in which the young solicitors could 
t the best of education by practising advocacy in court, and in which 
e thought the time was not far distant when the solicitor would be 
able to appear even as an advocate for other firms or other principals. 
He thought there was hope, and the Council were not neglecting their 
duty, for only on the previous day many members of the Council had 
had a long interview with the Bar, and the proposal to remove a real 
grievance was made and was received, he was bound to say, not without 
gome hope that the Council might successfully achieve the object they 
had in view. Let them keep to the line of increasing the jurisdiction 
in their own court. When the Act was passed with great difficulty and 
against great opposition from certain quarters they had been compelled 
to jettison much that they would have preferred to have kept, but there 
were many improvements in the Bill which was now before the House. 
The County Court wanted something equivalent to Order 14, and a great 
reduction of fees, which were absolutely deterrent and unjust. They 
were unjust to the suitors and condemnatory of the tribunal, and in 
this direction greater reforms could be achieved. Then there was the 
question of evidence on commission and other disabilities which ought 
to be removed. But he urged that they should not allow that question 
of increased jurisdiction to be subtracted from. They must not let 
their court, which it was now, be merged in any other tribunals in 
which others might have precedence. Let them make the County 
Court the best court as far as lay in their power, and let them take part 
themselves in the direct administration of justice in their own locali-' 
ties. That was the advice of one who had had experience both as a 
practitioner and a registrar, and whose professional feelings in the 
direction of advocacy were as strong as they possibly could be. 


politely, 
to 


LAND TRANSFER ACT. 


Mr. Rubinstein had imputed it to the Council that they had again 
been neglectful of their duty. The Council had on their body—they had 
had up to that day, and he regretted his absence from that day—they 
had had on their body Mr. Godden, and if there had been anybody who 
with great ability and experience and tact and judgment could deal 
with a very difficult and delicate subject, in which it must be remem- 
bered public and professional interests had to be considered, and which, 
if not considered, would place the profession in a very difficult and 


objectionable position—it was Mr. Godden. Even at the last 
Council mesting Mr. Godden had introduced alternative pro- 
posals which he (Sir Albert Rollit) respectfully to some extent 
dissented from, but which were evidence of his loyalty to 
the profession in dealing with this question. And he (Sir 


Albert Rollit) said it was hard, after the Council in long debate had done 
everything in their power under such leadership, for Mr. Rubinstein to 
impute that the Council had been neglectful in a matter touching the 
very vital interest of the profession. It was not easy—on the contrary, 
it was very difficult—to deal with that matter, but the Council had done 
their best not merely by direct and frontal attack, but also by framing 
some proposals which might mitigate the evils which had been produced, 
if they could not entirely prevent them. He claimed that the Council 
had done their best, and that Mr. Rubinstein, with all that he had 
done, had no right to say that the members of the Council had not 
done as much, or perhaps more, towards the ultimate end. They knew 
what Mr. Rubinstein had done, but he asked the meeting to remember 
that the Council had done something and all that they could under 
difficult circumstances. It had required great discretion to move in the 
matter, 
ScHoon oF Law. 


Mr. Ford had spoken of legal education. The Council had done its 
very utmost to bring about the establishment of a school of law both by 
resolutions and interviews and audiences with the Inns of Court, and it 
was the fault of one Inn that London had not the school of law which 
it undoubtedly ought to have. He was travelling home a year ago from 
Servia, a place not of the most advanced culture or civilisation perhaps, 
and he travelled with some Servian students who were going to Paris 
to take their degrees in law. He asked them why they were 
going to Paris. They replied that there was no adequate law teaching 
in London. It had been hoped that London would be made equal to or 
better than Paris in this respect, but when the Council found the school 
of law a matter of great. difficulty they did not sit down. They waited 
the time when it should become again a practical problem, but in the 
meantime they invented their own school of law. It had succeeded 
largely already. If they gave it time it would be an example of what 
would be the joint school of law if ever the project should be renewed. 
The Council had done its best. It had acted practically, and had secured 
for the profession a good school of law, and if there were only a quarter 
of the students there ought to be, as Mr. Ford had said, the worse for 
‘the other three-quarters, who did not take advantage of it to learn the 
principles of law and not merely that which would enable them to get 
through their examinations. At the society’s school they would get the 
benefit of good and wise and excellent training. 

Sir Joun Geay Hixx said it was in no way the fault of Sir Robert 


Finlay that the school of law was not an accomplished fact. Sir Robert 
Finlay had done all that he possibly could to get it founded. When he 
was president every effort was made by Sir Robert Finlay in his power. 
During the presidency of Sir Albert Rollit, who preceded him, Sir 
Robert Finlay was making every effort to the same end. But it ‘was a 
very difficult matter to get five bodies to co-operate. There were four 
Inns of Court not knitted together as the members of the Law Society 
were, and if one Inn of Court blocked the way nothing could be done. 
Previously it had been another Inn, now it was one particular Inn to 
which Sir Albert Rollit had referred. He had had a conversation with 
Sir Robert Finlay only the other day on the subject, and Sir Robert was 
bent on having a school of law as soon as was practicable. It was 
known very well that two of the Inns of Court were only too anxious 
to co-operate. Those desirous of having the school were only waiting 
for the conditions which existed for the moment in one Inn to pass 
away, and which he hoped—he was going to say in the course of nature 
—would pass away. 

Mr. ARNOLD (London), in opposition to what Mr. Ford had said, 
urged the necessity of doing everything in their power to assist the 
scheme for the formation of a Territorial Army, even though they might 
have no confidence in it. With regard to land transfer, he felt that 
there was a great deal in what Mr. Rubinstein had said. The Council 
might have done all in their power towards getting what solicitors were 
anxious for, but what had been the effect in the years over which their 
labours had extended. The practical effect, it must be admitted, had 
been nothing, and to-day the matter was in as bad a condition as in 1898, 
1899, and 1900. They were not one step further forward. He dared 
say the Council had everything to justify them, but the system was more 
strongly grounded to-day than it had been two or three years ago, 
With regard to the County Courts, the members of the Council had not 
that practical experience of debate in the County Courts which was 
possessed by young solicitors. If they had that experience of County 
Court procedure they would be very earnest in asking for its amendment. 
It was not extended jurisdiction that was wanted. It was an alteration 
of the procedure which was desired by those who practised there. 

Mr, 8. 8. Szax (London) referred to the subject of the Consultative 
Committee to decide upon the members to be nominated for election on 
the Council. He objected to the fact that the names of the members 
forming that Committee had been submitted en bloc, which had deprived 
him of the opportunity of voting, as he had a strong objection to one 
member who had been proposed. He submitted that it was desirable 
that each name should be proposed separately. 

The VicE-PREsIDENT said that, as he happened to be in the chair when 
the Committee was elected, he might be allowed to deal with the ques 
tion. It would be remembered that at the annual meeting in July, 
1907, it was agreed that a Consultative Committee of six members of 
the society and not exceeding that number of the Council should 
endeavour to agree on the candidates for the metropolitan vacancies on 
the Council. Accordingly at the January general meeting seven 
candidates were nominated from the members to act upon the Com- 
mittee, one of whom afterwards withdrew his name, so that there 
remained only six names. In that state of things the proper course 
was to put the names to the meeting as a whole. If it was wished that 
the names should be put separately, all that was necessary to do was t 
propose more candidates. The Council had nothing to do with the 
matter. They only wanted the meeting to choose whom they pleased. 
Might he say that so far as he could judge, having been nominated 
by the Council to be a member of that Committee, and having in his 
office as Vice-president presided at their meetings, the experiment 
seemed to him to work exceedingly well, and he hoped it might be 
found to do so in future. The members of the Council had been able 
to leave the initiative of the choice of members to be nominated 
entirely with the members of the Society on the Committee. Of course, 
there had been a discussion, but all the names had been initiated by 
members outside the Council. 

Mr. Seax said he did not agree with the vice-president’s remarks. 
He thought still that the names should have been put separately. 

The Presipent said that the experiment had been tried, and it was 
quite successful. But it was one of those matters which could be 
reconsidered if reason were shown for it and for altering the plan of 
carrying it out. But while the resolution stood it must be acted upon. 
With regard to the matter of registration of title to land, Sir Albert 
Rollit had dealt with the remarks of Mr. Rubinstein, and he had given 
the meeting the assurance which he (the president) thought they would 
accept that the Council had done all that they possibly could do in the 
matter. And although they had not perhaps shown the extreme 
enthusiasm which characterised everything which Mr. Rubinstein did, 
they had acted in a business way. The meeting would remember that 
the Council had obtained an appeal from the London County Coundil 
to the Lord Chancellor, and that the Lord Chancellor had assured them 
that the principle of compulsory registration should have full considera- 
tion by the Commission. With regard to Mr. Ford’s remarks, the 
luncheon room had been managed by the house committee with ‘the 
yiew of making the fees received about equivalent to the expenses, #0 
that not only the town members, but also the county members, of the 
Society would have practically the full benefit of a club without any 
expense falling upon a general subscription. But, of course, am 
experiment of that sort must necessarily involve some little risk, amd 
during the first year or two some little loss. The Council hoped that ~ 
when it had been an adequate time in operation it would be found that] 





there was no loss. They did not seek to make a profit because 
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preferred that members in the country should have.the full benefit of 
the club without any expense to the society. 

The motion was then carried nem. con. 

ADVERTISING FoR ARTICLED CLERKS. 

The following motion stood on the paper of business :— 

Mr. J. A. Howarp-Wartson will move :—“ That the society condemns 
the growing practice of members advertising for premiumed articled 
clerks as being lowering to the dignity of the profession and contrary 
to its etiquette forbidding advertisement.” Mr. Howard-Watson was 
not, however, present when the motion was reached. 

AvuprtTors oF Socrety’s Accounts. 

Mr. C. ForD moved, in accordance with notice :—“ A. That in the 
opinion of this society it is undesirable that members of the society 
should be appointed auditors of the accounts of the society, and that 
the bye-laws in regard to accounts and audits be amended accordingly. 
B. There shall only be two auditors and not three, as at present pro- 
vided in the bye-laws. C. Only chartered accountants shall be qualified 
to fill the office of auditors of the society, and two firms may be ap- 
pointed to act as joint auditors.” He said that a corporation like the 
society, with all its members more or less inexperienced, he s 
in the matter of accounts should not appoint any of them to deal with 
what was a technical matter. They were honourable men, of 
course, but honourable men could not always undertake work with 
which they were not familiar. He could not see that the fact of 
being a solicitor of the Supreme Court was a qualification for auditing 
the accounts of a corporation of this magnitude. He thought the time 
had come when the society ought to have two chartered accountants, who 
should be paid properly for doing the work and every facility given 
them for the purpose. He hoped the Council was not going to say 
“Non possumus.” 

Mr. Warxtins (London) formally seconded the motion. 

Sir ALBERT Roxwir asked if he confined it to members of the Society 
of Chartered Accountants. There were other societies. 

Mr. Forp replied that he meant professional accountants. 
mere technicality. 

Mr. TROWER said he thought the course suggested would be putting 
the society to a very unnecessary expense. Since 1877 the present 
system had been in force. One of the auditors was a chartered ac- 
countant and the other two were members of the society. It was a 
continuous audit, the professional accountant attending every week, 

ing through the vouchers and examining the accounts and giving the 
Council a report every week. All the payments and all the receipts 
were examined every week by the finance committee and passed, and 
all he could say was that he did not think there could be a better and 
more complete system of checking and auditing, and he had been ac- 
quainted with it for some years. He should consider it quite unneces- 
sary to incur any further expense in respect to the audit. 

Mr. Henry Manisty (London), member of the Council, said that 
Mr. Ford must know they all knew that the majority of the large cor- 
porations of England, with many millions of money, had but one firm 
of accountants to audit their accounts. e society had not only a 
professional accountant, but they had also two solicitors, who possibly 
might be some assistance to him. 

Mr. Forp said that large sums of money were pilfered from time to 
time from corporations throughout the country, no doubt because the 
accounts were improperly audited. Let them do away with the 
solicitor accountants and put in another professional man at £150 a 
year. It would be far more satisfactory and creditable to the Courci. 
if that step were taken. 

Mr, _— reminded the meeting that the solicitor auditors were 
not paid. 

The PRESIDENT said that so far as he could understand the meaning 
of Mr. Ford’s proposal he proposed to dispense with the legal advice 
which the solicitor auditors could give and leave the society’s accounte 
under the sole control of a professional accountant without legal assist- 
ance. Personally, it did not appear to him to be an improvement. 

The motion was negatived. 

Wics ror Soricrrors. 

Mr. W. 'Warp-Hices (London) moved in accordance with notice :— 
“That the wearing of a distinctive wig or head-dress by solicitors 
acting as advocates be approved and recommended by the society, and 
that the necessary steps be taken by the Council to bring the matter to 
the notice of the proper officials so as to enable solicitors to carry out 
the effect of this resolution.” He said that he felt that the matter 
of the professional costume of the solicitor engaged in advocacy was 
one of considerable importance, and he brought the motion forward in 
all seriousness on two grounds. It seemed to him that whatever 
opposition there might have been at the time when it was first p 
that the solicitor should wear any kind of distinctive costume in court, 
that costume thaving been officially decided and consisting of a 
"shay there was the objection that it was difficult to distinguish it 
tom the costume of the court usher. It seemed to him that a great 
many members of the profession would be more inclined to wear the 
official costume if it were not so very much like that of the usher. He 
had spoken to various members of the profession on the subject, and 
had found that they were very divided in opinion as to whether such an 
extension of the costume as he suggested would be of advantage or 
not. Most of the objections had -been on the ground that a solicitor 
ought not to haye to wear any special costume at all, and on that 
question, of course, there were many arguments possible. 


It was a 





But as it 
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appear as an advocate, it should be the aim of the Council as well as of 
al] members of the profession to make that costume as satisfactory and 
dignified as possible. No one could deny the influence or the import- 
ance of costume. had ever read Carlyle’s Sartor 
Resartus could be ignorant of the fact that there was a very great 
deal in the question of costume, and no one who had seen the differ- 
ence of a member of the Bar with his wig and without his wig 
fail to see that costume had a great deal to do with many thingssin 
connection with the legal profession. The present costume was one 
which many would feel was not sufficiently dignified for a member of 
the solicitor profession to wear. He inquired of the secretary 
whether such a suggestion had ever been put forward before, and the 
secretary had told , no. But whatever might be the result of the 
motion he was putting forward, he could not thinking that, at 
any rate, it was a thing the subject be discussed. Sir 
Albert Rollit had said that there was a great future before the members 
of the profession, especially in the county courts of the country dis- 
tricts, for those who took up advocacy and in that he entirely con- 
curred. There were a great many young men in the profession who 
were depending to a very large extent upon advocacy, and however 
it might affect the majority of the profession at large and in London 
it must be remembered that in the outlying districts the solicitors had 
to do the work of advocacy, and it was not fair that a solicitor should 
be handicapped by his costume, as he considered he was under present 
regulations. It was far better to wear no gown, or else the costume 
should be made sufficiently dignified and distinct for him to take his 
proper place. In most of the county courts unless a solicitor wore his 
gown he was not allowed to sit in the front row, and it was well known 
that juries and even higher officials did not pay so much attention 
to arguments directed from a remote corner of the court as those which 
came from the front row. The clients would benefit, in his opinion, by 
having a more efficient body of solicitors who would be willing to come 
into court and act in professiggal costume. It was always with a 
certain amount of disinclination a solicitor got into his professional 
gown at present when he sees the usher in front of him. There was 
no desire on his part to interfere with the eminent position of the 
bar. hat could never be affected by the motion. As regarded the 
choice of any particular wig or head-dress, he had thought it was rather 
absurd to go into any detail before it was known whether the meeting 
would receive the idea with any favour; but he might say that he had 
nentioned the matter to = we peso = of wig and =e —— 
and they would be prepared to submit designs suggestions to any 
vate + or pens whom the Council might select to look into the 
matter. ‘ 

mr. 8. H. Cuay (East Retford) said he had come 150 miles to 
attend the meeting, and he would second the motion. As one who 
practised occasionally in the County Courts, he found that the large 
courts dispensed entirely with the wearing of the gown, but in the 
smaller courts the judge determined whether the gown should be 
worn or not. He would suggest to the Council that the attention of 
members of the society and of registrars of the courts should be 
called to the fact that the Council approve of the wearing of the gown 
by solicitors, and if the resolution was passed of a distinctive head-gear, 
it would add to the dignity of the profession, and he thought it would 
be better for those instructing the advocate that they should see at a 
glance who were solicitors. 2 ; 

Mr. Manisty said it seemed to him that this was a matter of tactics 
and prudence, and that it would be very much better to allow the 
matter to remain in abeyance, at all events until the matters of which 
Sir Albert Rollit had spoken had come more prominently forward. If 
they could secure, as Sir Albert Rollit had given some hope that there 
was a possibility of doing, that the solicitor could appear not only for 
his own client but for other firms, they would have advanced a great 
step. He need hardly say that each step was.a step of great difficulty 
in view of the attitude and feeling of the Bar; and to put two matters 
before them, that was to say, that the solicitor should be really an 
advocate in the County Courts and at the same time should appear in 
the costume of a barrister, seemed to be adding an additional difficulty 
to the first thing, which was more desirable and more essential than 
the second. y 

Mr. Forp said he was very sorry to see a member of the Council 
throwing cold water upon the suggestion. He quite admitted that it 
might not be advisable to adopt the resolution in its present form. 
But don’t let the thing remain in abeyance—ev g in 
abeyance. He would move as an amendment the matter he 
referred to the Council for consideration and report. 

Sir Apert Roti said it might reassure Mr. Clay to know that 
there were on the Council gentlemen who had practised for 20 years 
in the County Courts like himself and Mr. Ellett, and who had each 
of them been registrars for over 12 years. The subject after all 
reduced itself to a practical question. Was it upon the whole more 
conducive to the comfort of the advocate to wear a wig or not? In 
small and hot County Courts in the summer it was a questionable 
matter. He thought the question might be discussed by the County 
Courts Committee. : 

Mr. Warxins said he took it that the object of the mover of the 
resolution was rather to protect the rights of the solicitor than pa 
thing else. He would suggest that it should be an uniform 
throughout all the County Courts in England that solicitors should be 
robed. Since a County Court judge had refused to hear a solicitor 
without his robe some years ago he had invariably taken his to every 
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County Court, but he was often told by the usher that his Honour did 
not insist upon a solicitor robing, and that really meant that he did 
not care for the solicitor to robe, and so solicitors did not know whether 
it was necessary to take their robes or not. But if he. went into a 
County Court which was unfamiliar without his robe he might be in a 
difficulty. His impression was that the Bar would certainly resist 
solicitors wearing a wig, but if it were insisted on that the solicitor 
should always be robed they would know what to do, and their rights 
would be preserved. i 

Mr. Warpv-Hiccs said he was quite prepared to adopt the suggestion 
that the matter should be referred to the Council. 

This was put to the meeting and adopted. 

THANKs TO PrestEent.—LaNpd TRANSFER ACT. 

Mr. RUBINSTEIN moved a vote of thanks to the president for his 
services in the chair, associating with it the Council. The mem- 
bers did recognise, notwithstanding the criticism the members found 
it desirable ‘to make from time to time, that they*did an immense 
amount of work in the interest of the profession, and the report which 
had been ‘received that day was evidence of that. He would like ‘to 
say personally that he did not think Sir Albert Rollit quite understood 
the spirit in which he had criticised the action of the Council in regard 
to land transfer. ‘The subject had been a vital one for the last nine or 
ten years, arid they did not seem to have progressed an inch. 

Sir Avsert Routir said he had often spoken on the subject in the 
House. 

Mr. RUBINSTEIN Said he was alluding to the way the Council spoke 
of it, he assumed, as the mouthpiece of that particular: Committee. 
He would like to exonerate two members of that Committee from any 
responsibility. The first was Mr. Godden, who he regretted was 
retiring from the Council after many years’ service, and who he knew 
was heart and soul in favour of doing something to improve matters; 
and ‘the other was Mr. Barker, who had given evidence before the 
Royal Commission when it met last December. How the Council, 
having for its members gentlemen like Mr. Barker, who had the 
subject at his finger ends, could have passed him by and briefed counsel 
to go before the London County Council, was one of those mysterious 
matters which he personally did not understand. 

Mr. Forp seconded the motion, which was carried; and 

The Presivent briefly returned thanks. 


The General Council of the Bar. 
REPORT RE THE NEW CIRCUIT SCHEME. 

The Council have considered the Circuit Scheme embodied in the 
Order in Council dated the 19th of March, 1908, which, it is to be 
noticed, is the third Order in Council dealing with the matter issued 
within thirteen months. They desire to record their regret that the 
profession were not afforded any opportunity of considering the scheme 
‘before its formal promulgation. 

They understand that it forms part of a general scheme for the con- 
duct of business in the King’s Bench Division, the full details of which 
are still unknown to the Council. The scheme involves, as is alleged, 
the abolition of the existing system by which a judge of the King’s 
Bench Division sits de die in diem in chambers for the despatch of 
business. With this last proposal the Council do not propose to deal 
in this report. 

In the opinion of the Council the scheme under consideration, so far 
from mitigating, tends rather to aggravate the acknowledged evils of 
the existing circuit system. 

To illustrate this observation the Council desire to refer to the follow- 
ing matters. 

(1) On the South-Eastern Circuit no less a time than five months 
elapses between the Commission Days of the Summer and Autumn 
Circuits, e.g., Norwich, May 22nd (summer; October 22nd (autumn), 
This applies to each of the assize towns on the circuit, and necessarily 
involves the possible detention in prison of persons awaiting trial in 
all the counties upon this circuit for five months. ‘There is no pro- 
vision for the despatch of civil business upon this circuit during the 
eight months which elapse between the Summer and Winter Assizes. 

(2) As regards the Oxford Circuit, similar observations apply, except 
that the intervals are somewhat longer. Thus at Reading the Summer 
Circuit commences on May llth, and the Autumn Circuit (criminal 
only) on October 22nd—a period of five months and eleven days. At 
Stafford, where the criminal business is usually heavy, the Summer 
Circuit commences on June 23rd, the Autumn Circuit on November 19th. 
Except at Birmingham, there is no provision for the despatch of civil 
business vpon this circuit between the Summer and Winter Assizes, a 
period of eight months. This latter observation applies equally to the 
Midland Circuit. On the Western Circuit the intervals between the 
circuits, which have previously been five and seven months, are under 
the scheme altered to four and eight. months. 

(5) As regards the South Wales Circuit, except Glamorgan, more than 
six months elapse between the Summer and Autumn Criminal Circuits, 
‘whereas less than two months elapse between the Autumn and Winter 
Circuits. Persons awaiting trial upon this circuit may thus possibly be 
detained in custody for upwards of six months. 

The Council are of opinion that the detention of prisoners for such 
long periods before trial is a serious evil, and opposed to the policy of 
e@peedy justice, Apart from the case of an innocent prisoner, which 


needs no comment, it is to be observed that in the event of the con- 
viction of a prisoner who has been in prison before trial for so con- 
siderable a period, the judge is dettered in passing a sentence appro- 
priate to the offence. 

(4) As contrasted with the foregoing observations the Council. would 

point out that on the Northern Circuit there is an assize at Manchester 
commencing on February 22nd, terminating on March 6th, and another 
which commences on April 5th, of less than one month after the 
termination of the preceding assize. Another assize commences on 
July 1st, and another on November 21st. It is obvious from a@ con- 
sideration of the above dates that as at present arranged the intervals 
elapsing between the four circuits need reconsideration. The same 
observations apply mutatis mutandis to Liverpool, and in substance to 
Leeds. 
(5) The Council understand that it is further contemplated that a 
judge shall not as heretofore. proceed on one circuit only during the 
same aasize, but that he shall be'transferred from one circuit to another 
cireuit duringthe same assize,-and be succeeded on thé circuit he has 
quitted by another judge. ' This, in several cases, will have the result 
of ‘breaking the continuity of the circuit. Tf, as is not infrequently 
the case, the business at a particular town ‘cannot be disposed of within 
the precise time limited by the scheme, the detention ofthe judge must 
cause a dislocation-of the business on the circuit to which he is to pro- 
ceed, and may, in addition, result in assizes being held in two towns 
on the same circnit at the same time, ¢.g., at Winchester and Bristol. 
It is not necessary to point out the grave inconveniences which must 
result in such cases to the suitors, and all other persons having business 
at the assizes. 

The Council consider that they haye sufficiently indicated the main 
objections to the new Circuit Scheme, which leaves untouched the 
evils to which the Council have so repeatedly called attention. 

As regards the proposed general scheme for the conduct of business 
in the King’s Bench Division, which, it is understood, is closely allied 
with the scheme under consideration, the Council are at present without 
authoritative information; but so far as they are able to understand 
the proposals, they are of opinion that the constant interchange of 
judges contemplated between London and the various circuits will 
inevitably produce confusion and delay in the transaction of London 
business. 

The Council are of opinion that, however desirable it may be to 
provide for a larger staff of judges, sitting continuously in the London 
courts, it is unwise and against the public interest to effect this by 
methods which will seriously affect the administration of justice in the 
provinces, and cripple still further the present working of the circuit 
system. ; 








The Bar Dinner to Mr. Asquith. 


On Friday in last week, Mr. ith was entertained to dinner -by 
the Bar of England in the Inner Temple hall. The Arrornry-GeneRaL 
presided, and a large number of members of the Bar were present. 

Sir. Epwarp CLarke, K.C., in am eloquent speech, proposed Mr. 
Asquith’s health. He said: For the second time in the history of 
our country—and very mearly 100 years have passed since the last— 
a practising barrister with whom we have been actively engaged in 
court for years has come to the highest aay eee position that an 
Englishman can be called upon to fill. We who have watched his career 
gather here to-night in great numbers to congratulate him upon his pro- 
motion, and to congratulate ourselves on the honour that that promo- 
tion reflects on our profession. In the arena of the Courts and the 
arena of politics, some of us have watched him from year to year, and 
what have we found? We have found either a stout ally or a fair 
and courteous opponent, a masculine intellect well equipped with the 
learning of the schools and the wisdom of the market place; a firm 
and rapid judgment ; courage and patience in difficult times; argument 
strong and clear, free from trivial personalities or from the petty tricks 
of dialectics, and clothed in felicitous and often in brilliant 
phrase. That is the Asquith I have known, and because I have so 
known him it is a great pride to me to be allowed to-night, in the 
name of the Bar of England, to speak in proposing his health to 
you. After referring to Mr. Asquith’s career, he said: I am bound 
to say that we have other causes of rejoicing. There never was & 
Cabinet with so many lawyers in it, and to us all, and, I trust, to 
the country outside, that, is a comforting remembrance. There are 
four King’s Counsel in the Cabinet to-day. One, our guest this evening, 
presides over its deliberations. Our dear friend, a friend of all of us, 
Bob Reid, is a strong and Lord Chancellor; Birrell is creating 
Universities for Ireland; Haldane is reconstructing the British 
Army, and lest he should be appalled at the anomalous character 
of his task, another practising barrister is put in charge of 
the Navy. The finances of the country are in the charge of a soiicitor 
whose business address appears in this year’s Law List, and another 
distinguished solicitor, the Chancellor of the: Duchy, has gone to 
strengthen the House of Lords against any possible attack upon that 
body. And to complete the list of those who have practical experience 
in the administration of the law there is another of his colleagues whom 
in the days of his hot youth Webster and I prosecuted at the Old 





Bailey. He wished, in conclusion, to say one serious word about thé 
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Jegal strength in the present Government. He sincerely hoped that 
before that Government reached its end it would have effected 
a work dangerously long delayed already—the creation of a Supreme 
Court for the Empire which should be not only strong by the strength 
of its personal constitution, but by the dignity of the ceremonial and 
even by the splendour of its surroundings should command the respect 
and affect, the imagination of our brethren in British colonies beyond 
th> scas. 

Mr, AsquiTH, in replying to the toast, referred to his early career 
at the Bar. I am glad, he said; to recall the names and the memories 
of two illustrious lawyers to whom I feel — always under special 
obligation. The first is my old master, Charles Bowen, afterwards one 
of the brightest ornaments of our Bench, in whose chambers not far 
from here, in Brick-court, I served my pupilage. I learnt, I hope, 
many things there, and amongst other lessons I learnt was one which 
every man who aspires to ise with success at the Bar in’ these 
days has to learn sooner or later, and that was the dangers, the multi- 
form and manifold dangers, of an encounter with Danckwerts. Later 
on, after some pretty lean years, in which one used to welcome as 
an unexpected and grateful phenomenon a County Court brief, marked 
one guinea, and coming from a client whose time and method of payment 
were both nebulous and problematical, I had the great good fortune of 
securing the favour and help of a great man, my dear and revered 
friend Lord James of Hereford. I owe to him a debt which he has 
never thought of exacting, and which I can never repay. May I add 
to those a third name—the name of one whom I thisik all the older 
men amongst us at any rate will agree with me in thinking in the 
very first and highest rank of the advocates, either of our own or of 
any other time, Charles Russell. I was privileged, as Sir Edward 
Clarke has reminded me, to be associated with him as his junior in 
the greatest State trial of the Victorian era, and we-had as colleagues 
my noble friend the present Lord Chancellor, and a man of infinite 
humour and of unique lovableness, whose untimely death was to me 
and to all his friends an irreparable loss—the late Frank Lockwood. 
Turning to the relations between members of the Bar, he said: This 
is, as Sir Edward Clarke said, in many respects a unique gathering; 
and while I am more touched and grateful than I can find any words 
to express for your fraternal hospitality, I am not vain enough to 
interpret it merely as a personal tribute to myself. I think it has a 
much wider significance. As the Attorney-General said, our life by 
the very necessities of our profession is spent in constant and un- 
ceasing conflict. _ We breathe every day an atmosphere of eager, 
strenuous, unsparing controversy. Now your gathering to-night is 
surely characteristic of the temper and of the traditions of the English 
Bar. Here we are sitting round these tables in friendship in 
brotherhood united in doing an honour to a member of our common 
proiession to whom fortune has been kind. Why is that? The reason, 
to those of us who know the real spirit of the Bar, is plain; and it 
is this. ‘The ardous struggle, the blows given and received, the exul- 
tation of victory, the sting of defeat, which are our daily experience, 
far from breeding division and ill-will only bind us more closely together 
by the ties of a comradeship for which you would look in vain to any 
other arena of the ambitions and the rivalries of men. Gentlemen, I 
thank you with all my heart for one of the greatest honours of my life, 

Sir Ropert Finuay, K.C., proposed the health of the Attorney- 
General, who responded in a few words, 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Atrrep Conyers CuaMpney, Rapa Fream, and Henry Hayes Vowrzs 
solicitors (Champney, Fream, & Vowles), Gloucester. June 30. 
(Gazette, July 10. 
Gerarp Cuartes Corman and Tuomas Josern Kyienr, solicitors (Colman 
& Knight), 11, Gray’s-inn-square, London, July 8, Such business will be 
carried on in the future by the said Thomas Joseph Knight. 
(Gazette, July 14. 





Information Required. 


Henry Lanz, Deceased.—Any person having possession of any Will or 
Deed of Disposition executed by this deceased (late of Odeo Lodge, 
Grosvenor-road, isnt or any draft thereof, is requested to forthwith 
communicate with Mrs. H, Sherwin, Culver Lodge, Chiswick. 





General. 


It is stated that the Court of Criminal Appeal will, in consequence of 
the number of appeals lodged, sit on Thursday, the 23rd, Friday, the 
th, and, if necessary, on Saturday, the 25th inst, 


The death is amnounced of Sir Henry. Reader-Lack, late Comptroller- 
General of the Patent Office. He sd appointed in 1876 Clerk to the 
ssioners of Patents and Registrar of Designs and Trade Marks, 

= when the Patents Act of 1883 came inte operation in 1884, he 
came Comptroller-General of the Patent Office. He retired in 1897. 








The Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn —ye —s to —_ — — = 
inted of Mr. uith in 8 recent appointmen 

Mflice of Prime Mirketer. The portrait will be painted by Sir George 

Reid, P-R.S.A. Mr. Asquith is a Bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 

On consideration of the Port of London Bill, before the Joint Com- 
mittee of the Lords and Commons, it was stated that the p 
cost 10s. a second, which, calculating the day at four hours, says the 
Evening Standard, works out at £30 4 minute, £1,800 an hour, and 
£7,200 a day. 

Mr. Justice Ridley, at the Staffordshire Assizes, stated that he would 

with the civil causes at Birmingham Assizes on Friday, the 
criminal business being pom ned until Saturday, and said this was 
owing to the needs of the Court of Criminal Appeal. “It is one of 
those things,” he said, “which will ha more uvently, now h 
we are expected to do twenty men’s work with fifteen men to do it. 

Mr. Frederick Warman, of No. 161, Highbury New-park, -N., as 
hon. superintendent of a fund for promoting days im the country (of 
which president is the Marquess of ——— asks us to appeal 
for funds on behalf of the 700 poor children of Rosemary 
Ragged Schools, situate in a terribly poor district, where most families 
occupy but one room. It. is their y eee? of breathing fresh 
air. Extra donations are urgently ed, and will be gratefully 
acknowledged by Mr. Warman. ‘ 

In the House of Commons on Monday, Mr. (Alden asked the First 
Commissioner of Works to state how many times a week during the 
last month the temporary courts at the Law Courts had been used ; 
whether he could sa‘ that would be the ultimate cost of the new 
Selidican ‘artes sunaieel and whether he had satisfied himself that 
the new courts were absolutely necessary. Mr. Harcourt said, that 
owing to the judges being absent on circuit and from other causes, 
these courts had not been used during the last month except by the 
Senior Master in Chancery for hearings. The new courts were esti- 
mated to cost £95,000. reply to the last paragraph was in the 


affirmative. 


Mile. Blanche Azoulay, who, says the Zvening Standard, is the first 
woman to be called to the Bar of Algiers, has just taken the oath in 
the Court of Appeal. For the occasion, the council of the Bar 
organised an elaborate pg The barristers were all present when 
the bdtonnier—the leader of the Bar in the French courts—offered a 
welcome to the twentieth-century Portia on behalf of the profession. 
Kind, courteous, and eloquent, the bétonnier was hardly more so than 
the president of the court, who, with much good grace and 
humour, addressed a second welcome to Mile. Azoulay. The Bar 
then adjourned to the robing-room, and there toasted the new barrister 
in dry champagne. 

At the Old Rugbeian dinner at which Lord Justice Farwell E geren, 
the other evening, says a writer in the Globe, the law was w 
sented. Mr. Justice pie age Mr. A, W. Rowden, K.C., : 

las Walker, K.C., and . Albert Gray, K.C., were’ among the 
‘‘old boys”’ present. Their names: were honoured in verse by the 
Rugby Poet : ‘‘If we're threatened with Law—as a gentleman may 
We've defenders in Rowden, and Walker, and Gray. And Justice is 
safe—as each man of us feels—With Sir Thomag (in High Court), Sir 
George in Appeals.” Eton can look even more confidently upon the 
Bench; Lord Justice Kennedy, Mr. Justice Jelf, Mr. Justice Parker, 
and Mr. Justice Coleridge played in the fields. Harrow can claim 
Mr. Justice Ridley, Mr. Justice Channell, and Mr. Justice Bray. 


Mr. W. A. Gordon Hake, who wag ninety-seven years of age on April 
5th, has, says the Daily Mail, the distinction of being the oldest 
barrister in England, having been called to the Bar at the Middle 
Temple in 1835—seventy-three years In the year in which Mr. 
Hake was “called” transportation for life was a common penalty for 
offences which now would be visited with a few months’ imprisonment, 
He was once interested in a case in Sussex in which a man was sentenced 
to death for stealing 3s. 6d. by forcing it from the hand of another man. 
For over forty years Mr. Hake has been living im retirement in Bri " 
in a quaint old. house faced with black, round flints, which has looked 
over the Steyne to the'sea siricte the days of the Regency. [Our readers 
may remember that our. esteemed t, Mr. F. K. Munton, has 
asked for particulars relative to Mr. Hake in relation to his investiga- 
tions as to the longevity of lawyers.] 4 
In his charge to the grand jury, at the York City Assizes on Sa . 
says the Times, Mr. Veniles| Grantham be to recent “nak 
changes, and said a good many people feared that the assizes would 
be en away from that ancient city. He could relieve their minds 
by saying at once that, so fay as the tended changes were concerned, 
no one had suggested that York should lose its assizes. The judges 
were always trying to a . their, London. masters, and yet 
keep faith with the country circuits and the people of the country. 
The whole object of the intended c was to keep up the circuits, 
and at ees rg! ers endeavour to satisfy the demands + Ae 7 
demands ov village was always making, 
would never be satisfied whatever efforts the judges made, 
were’ people who thought everything should be in Landon, hee. 
it had been found by experience that it was not wise that that 
be so. When people talked about j i 
all he could say was that if they ° 
know a little more about the work that had to be done, 
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In charging the Grand Jury at the Warwick Assizes, says the 
Times, Mr. Justice Darling suggested that criminal cases should be 
placed in a list just as civil cases were, and thus many witnesses 
and other persons would be saved the necessity of attending at assizes 
on each day. In order that witnesses might not attend, as at present, 
before the grand jury, his Lordship suggested that it might become 
possible for a grand jury to return a bill on reading the depositions 
taken before the magistrates. In Ireland before 1816 the practice 
prevailed of finding bills without examining witnesses for the Crown, 
and in that year an Act (56 Geo. 3, c. 87) was passed to prevent 
this, and to provide that grand juries must receive evidence of wit- 
nesses for the Crown sworn in court and produced before them. This 
Act was succeeded in 1838 by 1 & 2 Vict. c. 37, which directed that 
witnesses called before grand juries in Ireland were to be sworn by a 
member of the grand jury and not in court, as previously. At that 
time it was very common for bills of indictment to be presented to 
grand juries without any previous examination before a magistrate, 
It was therefore very necessary that witnesses should be examined on 
oath before the grand jury. But the former practice was entirely 
changed by the passing in 1859 of the Vexatious Indictments Act; and 
now a case rarely comes before a grand jury until after a thorough 
investigation before a magistrate who has taken the depositions of the 
witnesses examined. These depositions, if the grand jury were put 
in possession of them, would, his Lordship thought, enable them to 
judge whether or not a defendant should be put upon his trial. 








The directors of the ,Lawgfuarantee Trust and Accident Society have 

an interim dividend' (free of income tax) at the rate of 4 per cent. 

— for the half-year ending 30th June, which @ill be paid on the 
inst. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales 


July 20.—Mr, Wau. Hoventom, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Resiiential 
Building Estates and Freehold Properties (see advertisem ant, back page, Tuy 4). a 
@aly 31.—Messre, Desewnam, Tewson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Copy- 
hold Residential Estate (see advertisemeni, page iii,, June 27), 
aly 21.—Messrs. Baap, Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
on 2 ye omg page, Jaue 20). 
— . Epwiry Fox & Bovusrrizip, at the Mart, 2: 
Investments (eee advertisement, back page, July 4and 18). - en en 
July 23.—Mr. Cuas. Musxarr, at the Mart, at 1: Absolute Reversien of half Trust 
Fand of about £50,000 (see advertisement, pege iv., July 11). 
July 31.—Messrs. Cops, at the Britannia Hotel, Sheerness: Freehold Properties and 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, back bage, July 4). 
July 20.—Mesars. Weartnerawt & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Perpetual Rent Charges 
July 3—Manre’ Wturece 2” Bee 
_- ers. Hamprow ons, at the Mart: Freeh Si igh- 
eS 7 tg Coe vam, this week). ee 
-—Messrs. Stimson Soms, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehol 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, this week). . 
July ogee oe oo at the Mart: Important Freehold Shop (see 
advertisemen: page, y . 
July 28.—Mr, Fexpericxe Warman, at the Mart, at 2: i 
advertisement, back page, this week}. : a a oe 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lirz Potioy, ayp Titae Rent Cmaraz. 
Messrs. H, E. Fostzr & Ceanrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 863) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.0., on Thuraday af when 
= following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realised bang 


860 : 2 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £6,847 .. wan 

ABSOLUTE REVERSION to aah a0 Spear 7 > 13°00 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £4,212 4s, » «8,450 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £5,000 .. |. - (81850 
POLICY of ASSURANUE for £10000. |. |. * gia90 
TITHE REN’ UHARGE of £130 4s, 31, per annum vA ‘ 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £220... “pare = 60 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to RAILWAY STOCKS ia 50 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fnaivay, July 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
= Limitzep in OANCERY. 


Avyeto-Eeyrriun Fisance ayy Excaancre Co, Lrurrep,—Creditors are required, 
On or before August 10, t. send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Mr, A, L. Gorra, 5, Rue Mosquée Attarine, Alexandria, 
Ezypt, liquidator. 


| Wednesday . 22 
> 





Coney-Mituze Pai ent Fue. Synpicate, Limirep (1m Ligurpatriom).—Oreditors are 
requested, on or before August 10, to send their names and addresses, and the 
de mr of their debts or claims, to Clement Keys, 71, Temple row, Birmi 


iquidator. 

Darprsurre, Kine, Limrrep,—Oreditors are veamaeet, on or before July 22, to send 
the names and addresses of their solors to William Darbyshire, 4, Upper Dawson 
st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

Faxpeaicx Fow.es & Co, Lrurrep.—Creditors are required, on or before July 24, to 
send their names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Edward Green, 17, Coleman st. Winterbotham, solor to the liquidator. 

Gazwant Ieow awp Tin Prats Co, Li«trep.—Creditors are required, on or before 
August 12, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claiuws, to Samuel Taylor, 2, Temple buildines, Goat st, Swansea, liquidator. 

G. A. Symus & Co, Lria1rgp—Creditors are required, on or before August 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur B. Oasey, 
Pear! bldgs, Portsmouth, liquidator. 

Lowpos, Paris, ap American Banx, Lrurrep,—Oreditors are required, on or before 
Sept 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Richard Harry Isaacson, 40, Threadneedle st, Hill & Co, Old Broad at, 
solors to the liquidator, 

Mrrrexsere Correx Co, Limrrep (1# Liqurpatiom).—Oreditora are required, on or 
before August 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of their 
debts or claims, to Harry Reed Smith, 16, St. Helen’s pl, liquidator. 

PicurwaneGo Estancia, Livrrep.—Creditors are required, on or before August 29, to 
send their names ad addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Waters, 11, Hatton gdn, Liverpool, liquidator. 

Pousues, Liutrsp.—Petition for winding up. presented Jaly 7, directed to be heard 
July 21. Timbrell & Deighton, 44, King William et, solors for the petitioner. Notice 
of peng must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of July 20. 

Rew & Reywotps, Lnarep (1x Liqurpatiom).—Creditors are required, on or before 
August 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Tom Walton, Canada chmbrs, 36, Spring gdns, Manchester, Crofton & 
Co, Manchester, sojors to the liquidator. 

Sieseuyw Mugs, Lowcrep (rx Ligurpatiox).—Creditora are required, on or before 
August 12, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Arthur Taylor and Tnomas Hamilton-Adams, 23, Coilege hill, liquidators. 

Tarra Syyprcats, Liaitep.—Petition for winding up, presented June 23, directed to 
be heard on July 7. Goldman, Southampton st, bloomsbury sq, solor for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 20. 

Taomas U, Leapserse, Limirep.—Petition for winding " presented Ju'y 6, directed 
to be heard at Newport on August 14. Wade & Son, Newport. Mon, for Treasure, 
Gloucester, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the atternoon of Aug 13. 

Werieet Morons, Liurrep.—Petition for windiog up, presented July 7, directed to be 
heard on July 21. Devonshire & Vo, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry, solors for petners, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of July 20, 

London Gazette.—Turspay, July 14. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Litrep 1n Caanozry. 


Argentine Noxrazew Lawp Oo, Lrutrep.—Creiditors are required, on or before 
August 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to N. Strzelecki, Dashwood House, 9, New Broad st, liquidator. 

Excets1on Enaitaeertne Co, Limirep (1s Liqurpatiom).—Creditora are required, on 
or before August 1, to send their names and , and the particulars of their 
— or claims, to John Stephen Dudbridge, 8, Lansdown, Stroud, Gloucestershire, 

iquidator. 

Lawpew Founpry Co, Lruirep.—Creditors are uired, on or before Augast 10, to 
send their names aud addresees, and the particulara of their debts or claims, to 
— Alfred Hill, 110, Edmund st, Birmingham, New, Birmingham, solors to the 
iquidator. 

Norra Cornwatt Carwa Coay Co, Limirep.— Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 1, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Arthur David Hansell, 14, Gray’s inn sq, liquidator, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Registrars IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Emercency Appgat Covst Mr. Justice 
Rota. No, 2, Joror. 


..July 20 Mr Leach Mr Borrer Mr Bloxam 
eesae ae armer Greswell Leach 
Goldschmidt Beal Farmer 
Church Goldschmidt Borrer 
Beal Church Greswell 
‘rheed Synge Beal 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NBEVILLE. Parkes. Evz. 


Mr Farmer Mr Tindal King Mr Church 
Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Greswell Leach Theed 

1 Farmer Tindal King 

Borrer Bloxam 

Greswell Leach 


Mr, Justice 
Swinven Eapy. 


Mr Beal 
Goldschmidt 
Church 
Synge 
Theed 
Tindal King 


Date, 


Monday 
Tuesday 


Thursday .. . 2 

Friday 2 

Saturday ......... 2 
Mr, Justice 
Wasainerton. 
Mr Synge 

1 Theed 

Tindal King 


Date. 


a 
Goldschmidt 
Church 








Bankruptcy Notices. |” 


| Juneil2 Ord July 7 


| BOSLEY, JAMES, Old Cleeve, Somerset, Farmer Taunton 


Pet July 7 Ord July7 
| BULLOCK, 
sions 


London Gazette.—Fripay, July 10, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. Baker st 
ARMAND, CLEMENT GUSTAVE ichester, Laundry Pro- 
prietor Colchester =Pet July Ord July 8 

Emma, Cheltenham, ker Cheltenham 

Pet July 7 Ord July 7 
Balu, WILLIAM, Liansamlet, Glam, Platelayer Swansea 

eave Ord July 8 
BANNISTER, JAMES, Burnley, Egg Dealer Burnl Pet 
July? OrdJuly7, ies 
BARRETT, ALFRED WILLIAM, Clement’s inn, 
Author High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord July 7 


July8 Ord July 8 


Strand, 


Pet July 4 Ord July4 


ISSET, ROBERT, Central Meat Market (Annexe), Smith- 
field, Meat Salesman’s Assistant High Court Pet 


HENRY TALBOT BovvVERIE, Bickenhall man- 
High Court 


July 7 
| CLAY, JAMES, Burslem, Staffs, Lodgeman Hanley Pet 


| CLELAND, WaLTER E, Tavistock rd, Romford rd, Stratford 
Clothier High Court Pet June 17 Ord July 6 
CosLeTT, PH@BE JONES, New Tredegar, Mon, 
Tredegar Pet July’ Ord July 8 
DitegeR, Dominio, Wolverhampton, Furniture Dealer 
Wolverhampton Pet July8 Ord July 8 
DifcaHBurRN, ROBERT, Sunderland Agent 


FELSTEAD, ARTHUR, Newton, Notts, Mechanical Engineer 
Leicester Pet July6 Ord July 6 

FOTHERGILL, GEORGE ALGERNON, Darlington, Artist 
Stockton-on-Tees Pet July7 Ord July 7 

FREMIN, PAULINE, Connaught st, Hyde Park, Dressmaker 
High Court Pet July 6 Ord July 6 

GIDDINGS, GEORGE, Bagshot, nr Hungerford, Wilts, 
Labourer Newbury Pet July4 Ord July 4 

GOWING, ALBERT EDWARD, Bushey, Herts, Baker St. 
Albans Pet May 28 Ord June 25 

GRowooTt, BERIAH, Chelmsford, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Chelmsford Pet June 12 Ord July 6 

avenny, Bootmaker Tredegar 


Pet June 10 


GWYTHER, HENRY, A 
Pet July? Ord July 

HARDING, HERBERT JOHN, Belvior, Bideford, Devon, 
Builder Barnstaple Pet July? Ord July 7 

HEWI'T, WILLIAM, Hastings, Boarding house Keeper 
Hastings Pet July7 Ord July7 


Grocer 





Sunderland 
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HlopGsoN, RICHARD BANKS, Gosport, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet July6 Ord July 6 

HowaRD, ALBERT JONATHAN, Wickham rd, St John’s, 
Wine Merchant HighVourt Pet July7 Ord July 7 

HupsoN, EDWARD, Horncastle, Lincs, Cycle Agent Lincoln 
Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

HupsoN, ROBERT, Preston, Lancs, Police Pensioner Pres- 
ton PetJuly8 Ori July8 

HUMMERSTON, WILLIAM ROBERT, Lambeth walk, Manu- 
facturing Confectioner High Cours PetJuly8 Ord 
Jal 

HUNT, eyaancts JOSEPH, Findern, Derby, Licensed Victu- 
aller Derby PetJuly7 Ord July 7 

Ive, ALFRED JOHN, Croydon Croydon Pet July8 Ord 
July 8 

JOHNSON, JOSEPH, Hornsea, Yorks, Commi-sion Agent 
Kingston-upon-Hull Pet July 6 Ord July 6 

MARSHALL, NATHAN, ‘Thundersley, Essex, 
Chelmsford Pct Jaly4 Ord July 4 

MILNE, EDWARD PARKER, Craven st, Charing Cross, Hot 
Water Engineer High Court Pet July7 Ord July7 | 

PAPE, JAMES WILLIAM, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Newsagent 
Dorchester Pet July8 Ord July 8 

PRITCHARD, JOSEPH STANLEY, Kington, Hereford, Hotel 
Keeper Leominster Pet June 25 Ord July 7 

REES, HERBERT, Lianelly, ;Carmarthen, Railway Labourer 
Carmarthen Pet July7 Ord July7 

RICHARDS, JOHN, Bargoed, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil | 
Pet Juiy6 Ord July 6 

SHARP, WALTER FREDERICK, Leicester, Ironmonger 
Leicester Pet July6 Ord July 6 

SHEARMAN, EDWARD JOHN, Radford, Nottingham, Shop 
keeper Nottingham Pet July 7 Ord July7 

SmirH, WILLIAM, Newport, Mon, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet June ll Ord July 6 

TAYLOR, RICHARD THEOPHILUS, Cwmcarn,Mon Newport, 
Mon Pet June 26 Ord July8 

THOMISON, EDMUND JOHN, Measham, —* Surgeon 
Burton on Trent Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Vaux, JOHN, North End, Portsmouth, Butcher’s Man- 
ager Portsmouth Pet July Ord July 7 

Vois«cy, WILLIAM AUGUSTUS, Gilfach Bargoed, Upholsterer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet July8 Ord Juiy8 

WIcKS, ARTHUR JOHN, Leigh, nr Reigate, 
don Pet July7 OriJuly 7 

WraGG, JOHN JAMES WILSON, Great Yarmouth, 
Great Yarmouth Pet July 7 7 Ord July 7 

Wray, Tom ABy, Hoyland Nether, ur Barnsley, Fish- 
monger Barn: ley Pet July6 Ord July 6 


Builder 


Miller Croy- 
Baker 





Wright, WILLIAM SMITH, and JOHN WILLIAM HENRY 
HiTcHoocK, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturers Lei- 
cester Pet July6 Ord July 6 

BoscAWEN, HuGH (2 DEsPeNcER, South st, Park ln, W 
High Court Pet Mar 16 Ord April 28, 1908 Dis 
June 30, 1908 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

ARNETT, PETER, Ramsgate, Fish Dealer July 20 at 11 | 
Off Kec, 681, Castle st, Canterbury 

ASHCROFT, THOMAS, St Helens, Lancs, Grocer July 20 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

BARLOW, THOMAS, Tean, Stoke upon Trent, Farmer July 
18 at11.30 ff Rec, King st, Newcastie, Staffs 

BARLOW, WILLIAM JOSEPH, Birmingham, 
20 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Bissett, ROBERT, Central Meat Market (Annexs), Smith- | 
field, Meat ~alesman’s Assistant July2latil Ba sk- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

BRAY, WILLIAM CORNELIUs, Faversham, Kent, Vaker 
July 20 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury } 

BULLOCK, HENRY TALBOT BOUVERIE, Great Russell st, 
= smsbury July 21 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 











pears, G. A. JACKSON, Lewes, Market Gardener July 
20 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

CARDALE, HUBERT SEARLE, H.M.8. Kangaroo, Portsmouth, | 
Commaader July 20at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc- 
tion, High st, Portsmouth. 

CLELAND, WALTER E, Romford rd, Stratford, Clothier 
July 20at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

CLErHK“ROE, THOMAS WILLIAM, Sheringham, Norfolk, 
Carpenter July 18at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich. 

COLCLOUGH, FREDERICK, Middlewich, Cheshire, Licensed 
Victualler July 20 at3 Off Rec, King st, Newcast! e, 


Staffs 

D'iloocue, PHILIP JOHN, West Bridgford, Notts Late 
Merchant July 2Lat3 County Court House, St Peter’s | 
gate, Nottingham | 











DITCHBURN, Rovuss, Sunderiand, Agent July 22 at 3 
Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

FELSTEAD, ARTHUR, a Notts, Mechanical Engineer 
July 21 at 12 off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Fox, ARTHUR, Wisbech, Ca Ae ede Fancy Goods Dealer 
July 18 at1230 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

FREMIN, PAULINE, Connaught st, Hyde Park, Dressmaker 
July 20 at 1 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

GowING, ALBERT EDWARD, Bas ey, Herts, Baker July 21 
at 12 Lime Tree Hotel, Watford, Herts 

GRREASLEV, EDWIN, and GeorRGE HICKMAN, Nottingham, 
Lace Manufacturer July 20at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle 
pl, Park st, Nottingham 

HaRVEY, HaRRY ERyNxkst, Fenton, Staffs, 
20at12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

HAVERGAL, ETHELBURT F &£, *Penywern rd, Earl's Court, 
Iosurance Agent July 20 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

HEWITT, WILLIAM, Hastings, Boarding House Keeper 
July 21 at 2.30 County Court Office, 54, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

Hopeson, RICHARD BANKS, Gosport, Hants, July 21 at 
8 Off Re:, Cambridge junction, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

Horta, WILLI8, Ammonford, Carmarthen, Colliery 
Labourer July 18 at 11 Off Re», 4, Queen st, Car- 
m irthen 

HeWARD, ALBERT JONATHAN, Wickham rd, 8t John’s, 


Wine Merchant July 22 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

HowarkpD, C, Prince of Wales mansions, Battersea Park, 
Commission Agent July 20 at 11.30 132, York pa, 
Westminster Bridge 

Hupson, EDWARD, Horncastle, Lincs, Cycle Agent July 21 
at 12.30 Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

JonEs, JOHN, Coedpoeth, nr Wrexham, DenWWgh, 
Innkeeper July 23at 12 Crypt chambers, Bastgnte 
row, Chester 

KEELER, ARTHUR. Fornectt St Peter, —— Draper 
July 20 at 12.30 O:f Rec, 8, King st, Nor wich 

MARSDEN, JOHN WILLIAM, ‘Darwen, Lancs, 


st, Preston 

MACKINVEN, LACHLAN, and EDWARD LAWRENCE CARTER, 
Nottingham, Makers-up July 21 at 11.30 Cuunty 
Court house, St Peter's gate, Nottingham 

MARTIN, GEORGE, Norwich, Baker July 18 at1 Off Ree 
8, King st, Norwich 

MILNE, EDWARD PARKFR Craven st, Charing Cross, 
Engineer July 21at2.30 Banhruptcy bldgs, Car-y st 

NEIL, ROBERT, Swatfham Prior, Cambridge, Farmer July 
20 at 2.30 ' White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

Rees, HERBERT, otherwise ALBERT ReEEs, Lianelly, Car- 
marthen, Railway Labourer July 18 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


| RICHARDS, JOHN, Bargoed, Glam, Grocer July 21 at 10.30 


Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 

RoBERTS, KPHRAIM, Falmouth, General Dealer June 21 
at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

SHARP, SAM, West Hartlepool, Fruiterer July 21 at 3 
Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

SHARP, WALTER FREDERICK, Leicester,Ironmonger July 
20at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

st, Stock Broker 

Bankruptcy bdgs, Carey st 





July 20 at 1 


| THORPE, THOMAS LEEK, Chadderton, Oldham, Lancs, Green- 


grocer July 2lat1l Off Rec, Greaves st, Oidham 

THURMAN, EDWARD HARRINGTON, Sneinton, Nottingham, 
Maltster July 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park 
st, Nottingham 

TONSMAN, CARL, Angel ct, Banker's Clerk July 20 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

VAUX, JOHN, Portsmouth, Butcher's Mavager July 21 
at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

VoIsEY, WILLIAM AUGUS (US, Gil’ach, Bargoed July 21 at 
11 Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 

WADE, WILLIAM NATHANIEL, Sunderland, Ladies’ Out- 
= July 23 at 2 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunder- 
Jan 

WaGcGcoTt, JoHN HENRY, and FREOERICK ERNEST 
STEPHENSON, Sunderland, Grocers July 2. at 2.30 Off 
Rec 3, Manor pl, Sund:rland 

WHITE, ARTHUR ERNES!, Gloucester, Baker July 21 at 
12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gluucest-er 

Wicas, ARTHUR JOHN, Leigh, nc Reigate, Miller, 


July 20 
at12 132, York rd, Westminster bridge 


Grocer July | 


General | 
Narseryman July 18at11.15 Of Rec 13, Wiuckley | 








WRIGHT, WILLIAM SMITH, and JoHN WILLIAM Hewat 
HrrceHoook, oviery Manufacturers July 
20atl2 Of Ree, 1, B ter 


arridgest, L 
Yates, HENRY, Os dtwistie, Lancs, Piumber July 18 at 
11 Off Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


ARMAND, CLEMENT GuSTAVE, Colchester, 
prietor Colchester 7 Pgs 8 Ord mye 

BAGSHAW, ALFRED Gravesend, Tinsmith 
Rochester Pet June rt Mord a July 6 

Baker, EMMA, Cheltenh Dr ker Cheltenbam 
Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

BALL, WILLIAM, Liansamiet, Platelayer Swansea Pet 
July 8 Ord Jal 

BANNISTER, JAMES, Burniey, Egg Dealer Burnley Pet 
July 7 Ord July 7 

BoSLEY, JAMES, Old Cleeve, Somerset 5 mma and 
Haulier Taunton Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Bott, ALFRED SAMUEL, Portsmouth, House Agent Ports- 
mouth Pet May 29 Ord July 7 

ny F R, ———, UY Patan Builder 

cane Hanley Pet 


nary Pro. 








Windsor Pet April 4 Ord J 
| CLAY, JAME3, Bursiem, Staffs, 
July 8 Ord July 
| COLCLOUGH, FREDERICK, Middlewich, Licensed Victualler 
Nantwich and Crewe Pet June 2G Ord July 8 
| CosLErr, —— JonESs, New Tredegar, Mon, Grocer 
Tred Pet July8 Ord July 8 . 
| DILGER, SOMONTC, olverhampton, Furniture Dealer 
Wolverhampton Pet July 8 Ord July 8 
Sunderland 


| DITCHBURN, ROBERT, : ane Agent 
4 
LETT, Wingate rd, Hammer 


Pet July 4 Ord Jui 
DOWELL, BENJAMIN 

— Contractor High Court Pet June 10 Ord 
u 
Staffs, Heatin 


y7 
DUCKHOUSE, CHARLES, Smethwick, 
Engineer West Bromwich Pet Jane 20 Ord July 


DUNN, ALEXAND#sR, Gloucester, Builder Gloucester 
Pet June3 Ord July 7 
FELSTEAD, ARTHUR, Newton, Notts, Mechanical 


Engineer Leicester Pet Jaly 6 Ord July 6 
FOTHERGILL, GBORGE ALGERNON, Darliogton, Durham, 
Ari st Stockton on Tees Pet July 7 Ord Jaly 7 
FrREM(N, PAULINE, Connaught st, Hyde | Park, Dressmaker 
High Court Pet July 6 Ord Ju = 

GARNER, THOMAS WILLIAM, Ipswich, Baker Ipswic® 
Pet Jaly 2 Ord July 2 

GIpDpINGs, GEORGE, Bagshot, nr Hungerford, Wilts, 
Labourer Newbury Pet July 4 Pet July 4 

GOLDBERG, SOLOMON MORRIS, Houndsditch, Fancy Goods 

Warehouseman High Court Pet June 23 Ord July 7 

HARDING, HERBERT JoHnN, Belvoir, Bideford, Devon, 
suilder Barostaple Pet Jaly 7 Ord July 7 

Hewitt, WILLIAM, Hasting:, ing house Keeper 
Hastings Pet July 7 Jaly 7 

Hopason, RicHaRD HANKS, Gosport, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet Ju'y 6 Ord July 6 

HOWARD, ALBERT JONATHAN, Wickham rd, St Johns, 

Wine Merchant High Court Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Hupson, EpwW RD, Hornzastle, Lincs, Cycle Agent Lincoln 
Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Hupson, RoBert, a Police Pensioner Preston Pet 
July 8 Ord July 8 

HUMMERSTON, WILLIAM ROBERT, Lambeth walk, Manu- 
og Confectioner High Court Pet July 8 

Hust, FRANCIS JoserH, Findern, wrens Licensed Vic- 
tualler, Derby Pet July7 Ord July 7 

tom, Sameee JounN, Croydon Croydon Pet July 8 Ord 


uly 

INGHAM, HAMPTON +" wo Maida Vale High Court Pet 
July 6 Ord De: 24 

JOHNSON, JOSEPH, Horosea, Yorks, Commission Ageat 
Kingston upon Hull Pot Jaly 6 Ord July 6 

JONES, oh Carnarvon, Buxcaer Bangor Pet July 3 

aly 
sonm, WILLIAM VALENTINE, rem, Restaurant 
Keeper Plymouth PetJune4 Jaly8 

LAMB, CHARLES, ee Liverpool, Baker Liverjool 
Pet July1 Ord July 7 

Lewis, Moss, Wigmore st, Lad’es’ -_ Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Mar 25 Ord Jal 

MoK ENDAICK. ANNIE ITHERINGTON, Wimpole st, Letter 








of Apartments High Cours “et Mir2s Ord July7 
MARSHALL, NATHAN, Thundersley, Essex, Builder 
Chelmsfori Pet July 4 Ord July 4 
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MILNE, EDWARD PARKER, Craven st, Charing Cross, Hot 
Water Engineer High Court PetJuly7 Ord July 7 

Porz, SypNgY BroveHToN, Hatfield, Herts High Court 
Pet May 28 Ord July 6 

Rees, HERBERT, Maney. 
Labourer Carmarthen Pet 

RICHARDS, JOHN, Ba’ 
Pet July 6 Ord uly 6 

Ropixson, THOMAS Ernest, Putney Bridgerd Wands- 
worth Pet Ma Ord July 7 

SHARP, WALTER Sisoenss 1K, Desford. Leicester, Iron- 
mon Leicester Pet July 6 Ord July6 

SHEARMAN, EL WARD JOHN, Radford, No +> Shop- 
keeper Nottingham Pet July7 Ord July 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Newport, Grocer Nowpert, Mon Pet 
June ll Ord July? 

THOMPSON, EDMUND JOHN, Measham, Leicester, Surgeon 
Burton on Trent Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Vaux, JoHN, North End. Portsmouth, Butcher's Manager 
Portsmouth Pet July7 Ord July 7 

Vorsky, WILLIAM AUGUSTUS, Gilfach, Bargoed, Glam, 
Upholsterer Merthyr Tydfil Pet July 8 Ord July 8 

WICKS, ARTHUR JOHN, Shellvood Mill, Leigh, or Reigate, 
Miller Croydon Pet July7 Ord July 7 

WILcox, CHARLES, Smethwick, Staffs. Galvanised Iron 
Manufacturer West Bromwich Pet June 6 Ord 
July 

WILTON, DAVID, Maidenhead, Fishmonger Windsor Pet 
May 20 Ord July 4 

WOoRRALL, WILLIAM ARTHUR, 
Pet June 12 Ord July 4 

Wrace, JoHN JAMES WiLsoN, Cobholm Island, 
Yarmouth, Baker Great Yarmouth Pet July 7 


Carmarthen, Railway 
July7 Ord July 7 
, Glam, Grocet Merthyr Tydfil 


Watford, Herts St Albans 


Great 
Ord 


Ju 
Wray, + tom ABY, Hoyland Nether, nr Barnsley, Fish- 
monger Barns’ ey Pet July6 Ord July 6 
WRIGHT, WILLIAM SMITH, and JouN WILLIAM HENRY 
Hitcnoock, Leicester, Hosiery Manufactureis Lei- 
cester Pet July6 Ord July 6 
Younes, ARTHUR WILLIAM, i Norfolk, 
Ipswich Pet June 24 Ord July 8 
ndon Gazette.—TUESDAY, July 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ANDREWS, GEORGE BARTER, Ivybridge, Devon, Builder 
Plymouth Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
BAKER, BERTRAM WILLIAM, Reading, Grocer Reading 
Pet July10 Ord July 10 
BARNARD, FREDERICK, Clifton, Beds, Poik Butcher Bed- 
ford Petsuly 11 Ord Julyll 
Bares, NeD,.and GEORGE JELLETT, Oak gr, Crickle- 
, Jobmasters High Court Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
BENBOW, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet June 26 Ord July 2 
Benson, BERNARD HENRY, Bognor, Veterinary Surgeon 
Brighton Pet July10 Ord July 10 
BooTH, ROBERT, Stockport, Cheshire, Antique Furniture 
Dealer Stockport Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
BROOKE, THOMAS, Ossett, Yorks, Greengrocer Dewsbury 
Pet July 10 ‘ord July 10 
CAMPIN, WALTER, Kast Ham, Essex 
July9 Ord July 9 
CARRUTHERS, MARGARET, Wigan, Confectioner 
Pet July9 Ord July 9 
COLLIS, GEORGE, Blyth Bridge, Commercial 
Stoke upon Trent Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
CROSSLAND, THOMAS, Wakefield, Wakefield tet July 10 
Ord July 10 
DARVILL, daemon THOMAS, es, Hay Merchant 
Bradford Pet July9 Ord Jul 
FAareant, F, B,, Bernard st, Gui latord st 
Pet June 19 Ord July 10 
Fewster, FRANK, Cottingham, Yorks, 
upon-Hull Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
FoUutKgs, HENRY CRESSWELL, Finsbury pavement House, 
Builder High Court Pet Aprilé Ord June 3 
GARDNER, RICHARD PALEy, elrose av, Mitcham 
Pet Feb 15 Ord July 10 
GARROD, WILLIAM, I — General Shopkeeper Ipswich 
Pet July9 Ord 
GRAHAM, JOHN pe ll Gosforth, Northumberland, 
Wine — eee Newcastle-on- Tyne Pet July 11 
Ord July 
HALL, Conaneon, Millbrook Farm, nm, Surrey 
High Court Pet Feb 17 Ord July 10 
Hatiows, ALFRED, Northwich. > ,ocaceae Oil Retailer 
Crewe Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
ARVEY, Epwarkv, and HARRY PLANT, Brierley Hill, 
Staffs, Bakers Stourbridge Pet Jane 26 Ord July 9 
HAWORTH, JOSEPH WILKINSON, on Leeds. In- 
surance Inspector York Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
HAYLOOK, CHARLES JosErH, Downham Market, Baker 
King’s Lynn PetJuly9 Ord July 9 
Hii, WILLIAM DuNN, Heywood, Pianoforte Dealer Bol- 
ton Pet Julyi0 Ord July 10 
Houroyp, Hakky, Bradford, Coal 
Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
HowakTH, JAMES HAROLD, Turton, nr Bolton, Finisher in 
a Bleachworks Bolton Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
KELLETT, GODEREY, and ALBERT BaTEMAN, Bradford, 
Shuttle Makers Bradford Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
MoCULLOUGH, JOHN, Lessar av, Clapham, Provision 
_—s. s Traveiler Wandsworth Pet July9 Or 


McKenzie, JOHN, Blackley, nr Printer Man- 
chester Pet July 10 Ord July 1 

MINES, EDWARD, Liverpool, Estate Liverpool 
Pet June 25 Ord July 9 

MORDAUNT, — A8, Leeds, Dentist Leeds Pet July 9 
Ord Jul 


Baker 


High Court Pet 


Wigan 


Traveller 


High Court 


Grocer Kingston- 


Hawker Bradford 


PEARSON, dase FREDERIC, Leic a General Drap:r 
Leicester Pet July 10 Ord July 10 

PULLING, WINIFRED CECIL LANGLEY, Dean rd, Crickle- 
woud High Court Pet April 23 Ord July 11 

SICHEL, Max, Wolverhampton, Wine Merchant Wolver- 
hampton Pet July18 Ord July 10 

STILL, EDWIN GrorGE, Hove, —- Farniture Dealer 

a Erigien Pet eh 9 ane 2 ; 

'ANOOOK, joMAS, Honeywell, Kingsteignton, geeen, 
* Timber Dealer Exeter Pet July 9 Ord July 9 





THOMAS, BENJAMIN, Glanamman, Carmarthen, Collier | 
Carmarthen Pet July 8 Ord Julys 

Topp, JAMES HERBERT, Bridgend, Manufacturer of Arti- 
ficial Teeth Cardiff Pet July8 Ord July 8 

WALKER, GEORGE WILLIAM, Dudley, Worcester, Coach 
Axle Tree Manufacturer West Bromwich Pet June | 
25 Ord July 9 

WARBURTON, SAMUEL, Prestwich, Lancs, Builder Man- 
chester Pet July 10 Ord July 10 

WABREN, GEORGE ALLEN, Abbeville rd, Clapham Wands- 
worth Pet July 10 Ord July 10 

WILKINS, JAMES ARTHOR, High rd, Kilburn, Coach 
Maker High Court Pet June 18 Ord July 9 

FIRST MERTINGS. 

ARMAND, CLEMENT GUSTAVE, “Colchester, Laundry Pro- 
prietor July 24 at 2 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

BALL WILLIAM, Liansamlet, Glam, Platelayer July 23 
atll Off Rec, 31, Alexandrard, Swansea 

BARNSLEY, THOMAS, Atherstone, Warwick, Grocer July 23 
at 11.30 191, Corp ration st, Birmingham 

BARRETT, ALFRED WILLIAM, Clement's inn, Strand, 
Author July 23 at 12 Bankru y bidgs, Carey st 

BATES, FREDERICK, Burnley, Iron Turner July 22 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

BATES, NED, and GEORGE JELLETT, Oak gr, Cricklewood, 
Jobmasters July 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


st 

BENBOW, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Baker July 22 at 11.30 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

BENSON, BERNARD HENRY, Bognor, Veterinary Surgeon 
July 23 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brigh- 
ton 

BULLOCK, 
at 2.45 
port 

CAMPIN, WALTER, New Charles st, Goswell rd July 23 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CARRUTHERS, MARGARET, Wigan, Confectioner July 23 
at8 19, Exchange st. Bolton 

DARVILL, ARTHUR THOMAS, Bradford, Hay Merchant 
July 23 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Dake st, Bradford 

Donson, THoMAS, Egremont, Chester, Butcher July 22 
at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

GIDDINGS, GEORGE, Bagshot, nr Hungerford, 
Labourer July 23 at 12 Off Ree, 1, 
Oxford 

GRIFFITHS, THOMAS WILLIAM, 
Quarryman July %3 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 

HADDON, WILLIAM, Burnt Tree, Tipton, Staffs, Publisher 
July 22 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton et, 
Jud ey 

HAWORTH, JOSEPH WILKINSON, Roundhay, Leeds, Insur- 
ance Inspector July 22 at 3 Off Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe p!, York. 

HILL, WILLIAM DUNN, Heywood, Lancs, 
Dealer July 24 at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolto 

HINES, ARTHUR THOMAS ALFRED, Wilton av, Chiswick, 
Money Lender July 22 at 12 14, Bedford row 

HOLROYD, HARRY, Bradford, Coal Hawker July 24 at 3 
Off Rec, 12. Duke st, Bradford 

HOWARTH, JAMES HAROLD, Turton, nr Bolton, 
a Bleachworks July 22 at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


JAMES, Stockport, Cheshire, Butcher July 28 
uff Rec, Castle chmbra, 6, Vernon st, Stock 





Wiits, 
St Aldates, 


Ebenezer, Carnarvon: 


awetes te 


Finisher in 


| 
| FEWSTER, FRANK, Cottingham 





HvupDsoN, ROBERT, Preston, (tancs, Police Pensioner 
July 22at11.15 Off Rec, 13, Wiuckley st, Preston 
HUMMERSTON, WILLIAM ROBERT, Lambeth walk, Manu- 
facturing ‘Confectioner July 24 at 2.30 Bankrup:cy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Irk, ALFRED JOHN, Croydon July 22at11.30 182, York 
rd, Westminster Bridge 

JOHNSON, JOSEPH, Southgate, Hornsea, Yorks, Commis- 
sion Agent July 22atll Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

KELLETT, GODFERY, and ALBERT BATEMAN, Bradford, 
Shuttle Makers July 24 at ll Off Rec, "12, Duke st, 
Bradford 

KNIGHTS, GEORGE HENRY, Deans rd, Hanwell, Builder 
July 22 at 3 14, Bedford row 

McCULLOUGH, JoHN, Lessar av, Clapham, Provision Mer- 
chant’s Traveller July 22 "at 12 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge 

MARSHALL, NATHAN, Thundersley, Essex, Builder July 
oe ing The Institute, Clarence rd, Southend on Sea, 


Ess: 

MORDAUNT, THOMAS, peony Dentist July 22 at 11 Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Le 

PAPE, JAMES WILLIAM, Woke Regis, Dorset, Newsagent 
July 23 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 


| PARDOR, HERBERT, Nechells, Birmingham, Wheelwright 


July 24 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

PEARSON, ARTHUR FREDERIC, Leicester, General Draper 
July 22 at 12.30 Of Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ProsseR, EDWARD, Llanvihangel Crucorney, Mon, Farmer 
— 23 at 12 Nevill Rooms, Nevill st, Abergavenny, 

on 

RACE, GEORGE, Stockton on Tees, Builder July 22 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Cours chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

SHORTHOUSR, GEoRGE, Camp Hill, Birmingham July 24 at 
11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

STILL, EDWIN GEORGE, Hove, Sussex, Furniture Dealer 
July 23 at 1045 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, 





Brighton. 
TANCOCK, THOMAS, Kingsteignton, Devon, Timber 
Merchant July 30 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedtord 


circus, Exeter | 


Job at. 


WHEELER, HENRY WILLIAM, Liandud 

Masager July 23 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Tastonts 
Cc 

WILKINS. JAMES ARTHUR, High st, Kilburn, Coach Maker 
July 22 at 12 Bankrupcy bidgs, Carey st 

WRaAGG, JOHN JAMES WILSON. Grest Yarmouth, Baker 
July 22 at 3.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Wray, Tom ABy, Hayland Nether, nr Bar: sley, Yorks 
Fishmonger July 22 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, 


Barnsley 
ADJUDICATIONS. 





ANDREWS, GEORGE BARTER, Ivybridge, Builder Plymouth 


Pet July 10 Ord July 10 

ASPINALL, RICHARD, Farnworth, Lancs, Confectioner Bol- 
ton Pet June 20 Ord July > 

BAKER, BERTRAM WILLIAM, 
Pet July 10 Ord July 10 

BARLOW, THOMAS, Stoke upon Trent, Farmer Stoke upon 
Trent Pet June 12 Ord July 9 

a, NED, and GkOrRGE JELLETT, Crown yd, Crickl 

od, Jobmasters High Court Pet July 9 Ord July 9 

a. WILLIAM, sean, Baker Birmingiam Pet 
Jane 26 Ord J —e 

a BeRNARD HENRY, Bognor, Sussex, Vete' 

—— Brighton Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
BERT, Stockport, Cheshire, An ique Farni 

Dealer Stockport Pet July1i Ord July 11 

BROOKE, THOMAS, Osset', Yorks, Coal Agent Dewsbury 
July 10 urd July 10 

CAMPIN, WALT Lioyd 7? East Ham, Essex High Cou 
Pet July 9 Ord July 

CARRUTHERS, waneanee. Ml ao Lancs, Confection 
Wigan Pet July9 Ord July 

CLELAND, WALTER EDMUND, 7 Romford rd. Stratt 
Clothier High Court Pet June 17 Ord July 2 

COLLIS, GEORGE, Blyth Bri dge, Staffs, Commercial Tra 
ler Stoke upon Trent Pet 7~ 10 Ord July 10 

CROSSLAND, THOMAS, Wakefield akefield Pet July 
Ord July 10 

DARVILL, ARTHUR THOMAS, Bradford, Hay Merch 
Bradford PetJuly9 Ord July 9 

DAVIS, GEORGE, Princes > Cavendish sq High Co 
vet Mar31 Ord July 11 


ord, 


Yorks, Grocer Kings 
upon Hull Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
—— JAMES, Braintree, Essex, Boot Manufactui 
Chelmsford Pet June 24 Ord July 10 
GARROD, WILLIAM, Ipswich, General Shopkeeper fj 
wich Pet July 9 Ord July 9 } 
HALLOWS, ALFRED, Northwich, Petroleum Oil Retail 
Crewe Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
HARRIES, RODERICK, Fishguard, Pembroke, Grocer 
broke Doek PetJune 23 Ord July 10 3 
HARRIS, HENRY GEORGE, Strutton ground, Westminst 
Greengrocer High Court Pet June 3 Ord July it 
HARVEY, EDWARD, and HARRY PLANT, Brierley Hf 
Bakers Stourbridge Pet June 26 Ord July9 : 
HaWORTH, JOSEPH WILKINSON, Roundhay, Leeds, 
surance Inspector York Pet Jaly 9 Grd July'9 
HAYLOCK, CHARLES JOSEPH, Downham Market, 
King's Lynn Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
HILL, WILLIAM DUNN, Heywood, Pianoforte D 
Bolton Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
HOLROYD, HARRY, Bradford, Coal Hawker Brad 
Pet July10 Ord July 10 
HOWARTH, JAMES HAROLD, Bromley Cross, Turton, nr 
ton Finisher in a Bleachworks Bolton Pet J 
baie be 
KELLET, GODFREY, and ALBERT BATEMAN, Bradfal 
Shuttle Makers Bradford Pet July 10 Ord July) 
KNIGHTS, GEORGE HENRY, Hanwell, Builder Bren 
PetJuneé Ord July 10 
LEWIS, WALTER GEORGE, Bath, Photographer 
Pet Junell Ord July 9 
MCCULLOUGH, JOHN, Lessar av, Clapham, Provision 
— Traveller Wandsworth Pet July 9 
July 9 
McKENZIE, JOHN, Blackley, nr a= a 
Manchester Fet July 10 Ord July 1 E 
—-~y > THOMAS, Leeds, Dentist a. Pet J 
Ord 9 


aly 
RACE, GEORGE, Stockton on soe, Builder Btocktamg 
Yees Pét June 5 Ord July 
SHORTHOUSE, GEORGE, Camp Hil, ‘birmingham Bh 
ham Pet June 11 Ju 
STILL, EDWIN GEORGE, Hove, nee. Furniture BD 
hton Pet July 9 Ord July 9 


STOCK, PHILIP, Coldharbour In, Brixton, Auectic 
High Court Pet May 14 Ord Jaly 9 
SYMONS-JEUNE, BERTRAM HANMER BUNBURY, Ke 
bridge High Court Pet April 9 Ord July 2 
TANCOCK, THOMAS, Kingsteignton, Devon, T 
Dealer Exeter Pet July 9 Ord "July 9 
THOMAS, BENJAMIN, Glasamman, Carmarthen, © 
Carmarthen Pet July8 Ord July 8 7} 


| "THORNLEY, Harry Tupor, Broad Street, Stock B 


High Court Pet Dec3 Ord July 10 ; 
Topp, JAMES HERBERT, Bridgend, Manufacturer | 

Artificial Teeth Cardiff Pet July 8 Ord July 
TONSMAN, CARL HERMANN ALBRECHT, Angel 9 

Banker's Clerk h Court Pet Mari3 Ord Jal 
UNDERHILL, F, Rood End, Langley Green, — : 

West Bromwich Pet June5 Ord Jul 
WAK&FIELD, WILLIAM CURTIS, Park 

Promoter High Court Pet April 30 Ord July } 
WARREN, GEORGE ALLEN, Abbeville rd W M 

Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
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